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Differtatio Philofophica NOYN TPAMMATEION 
Siftens (oecafione loci Ariftotelis in lib. 3. Cap. 5. de Anima) 
quam indultu atque confenf{u amplifime facultatis Philofopbice 

‘an illuftri Academia Upf. publico Miropepvey examini, qua par 
eft modeftia committunt Andreas Lebetin Nericius, €& Petrus 
Nortman Sudermannus, in auditorio Guftav. 1. e. A Philofo- 
phical Differtation on the Effence of the Soul, &c. At Up/al. 
1707. in £O Pp. 56. 


cb Differtation was maintained by way of The/fis, the 30th 
day of Alzy 1707. in the Univerfity of Up/a?. It runs on 
a Paffage taken trom Arzfforle,wherein that Philofopher pretends, 
that the Soul is like a Tabula rafa, a blank Paper, upon which 
nothing is writ, when it has not yet any thought. Our Author 
{peaks firlt of the Notions of the Soul,and of the Eody,and of the 
Union between them. He makes the Effzn-2 of the Soul to con- 
fift in Thought, and that of the Body in Extenfion. He fays, 
that the Union between them, is only the Correfpondence of the 

A 2 Thoughts 





4. Whe Ctiorhs of the Learnen, 

Thouzhts of the Soul with the Motions of the Body; the Souf 
forming certain Thoughts upon the Motions made by the bedy 5 
and the Body being intuenced co certain Motions, on occatzon of 
curtain Thoughts of the Soul. He afterwards divides bis Ditter- 
t2u1on into 6 parts. - . 

In the Firft, he feems to have had a Mind to reconcile dri- 
fosle with Defcartes, as tothe Subftance of the Soul. He thinks 
Ariftotie did not differ much from this new Philofopher, when he 
fiid, the Soul was like a Lula rafa, upoa which nothing was 
writ; and to prove it, he has recourfe co the ufval Dittinttion 
of the Schools, as to the Firlt and Second Act, that is, he di- 
ftinguifhes the power of Thinking in the Soul, trom Thought ic 
felt, and pretends that the Hilence of the Soul does not contilt in 
Thought, but in the power of Thinking. 

In the 2d part our Author fays, that the Soul itfelf writes on 
the Pabula rafa, i.e. that ic writes on it felf. He afferts it to 
be the immediate produce of its Thoughts. The external Ob- 
fects are only the Occafions of them, In the 3d part he propo- 
ted ro {hew us how this is done; but finding it difficult he con- 
rents himfelf to fay, that Thoughts are the Modifications of the 
Sou! s and adds, that ’tis eafier to perceive what one Thinks, than 
to expre{s how one Thinks. Inthe Fourth, he explains the order 
we ought to keep in our Thoughts. He would have the Soul to 
begin by affuring itfelf of its Exiftence. He thinks with Def 
cartes, that when it is once convinced of this Truth, *twill be 
eafie to convince it, that thereis a Soveraign Being upon whom 
it depends.’ Asto the Knowledge of other Things, he would 
have us begin at particulars. This is the fureft and fhorteit way 
to arrive ac univerial knowledge. 

He fays, that, had he been to treat of this more at large, he 
fhould in the sth place have cleared all the Ends we ought to 
propofe to our felves in our knowledge ; and in the Sixti, he 
fhould have fhewed the Ooftacles that hinder us from carrying 
them as tar as we would, but he paffes flightly over thefe two 
Articies, and contents himfelf to fay, that the End of our know- 
ledge is to make us happy ; and that School Philofophy is a very 


great hinderance tothe advancement of. Sciences. 
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Chriftopheri Wolffltat SS. Theolegie Deé?. Se — Wurtembereie 
Dacis a CG onfesfionibus Sacris F Confilijs Ecelefrafti 1s, neCnOn 
Ecclefiarum Ducatus prepo bs heii Ateritiffimi, Diljertationes 
Theclocie Selects cei is tre ues Comprebenfa, GO Sequente:, 
L De lupfe Adami, A. De OMaiiom credendi in Coriflum. 
Wil, Ogdeada Exercitationum Academ. in priora Capita §. Fo- 
annis Evangelifte complectitur, &e. i. e. Choice Theological 
Differtations, comprehended in certain Treatifes, as tollow : 
: Concerning the Fall of som Mf, OF our Obligation to 
believe in Chrift. JI. Eight Accademical Exe tcifes on the 
eight firft Chapters of the Gofpel of St. Yobv, by Chriftopher 
Wolffiia, Doktor of Diviniry, Chaplain and Counfellor to the 
mott Serene Duke of H ‘urtemburg, and Super-Intendent of 
the Churches in that Durchy. At Dudingen in 1607. in 4to. 
p. 621. 


Hefe Diffzrtationsare only Taefes, waich contain an Abridg. 

ment of fome Treatifes of Divi inity. We have here the ordi- 

nary Opisions of the Divines of the dugsburg Conteflion Ous 

Author does not diftingutth himfelf either by new inquiries, of 

the Singularity of his Method ; his Stile is oncife, which 

makes it fomewhat obfcure to thofe oan are not Well acquaint: 
ed with the Languige of the Schoolmen. 

The eight firft Diftrrations are concerning A/i2s’s Sin. Our 
Author in the firft plac re enquires iato the clficie we Caufe of 
and fays, that tho’ the Calvinifts afk cin the Atts of the Sy- 
nod of Dort, That it cannot be faid without Blalphemy thac 
God is the Author of Sip, it were aes to be wifh’d, 
adds this Lutheran Author, that they had not eftabii se Certain 
phe aig gad which one may infer this impious Dottine by 

ceflary Confequences. He ap imfilt to combat thofe 
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Principles $ in his firft Differtation, and atraeks the Dominicans no 
lefs than the rigid Calvinifts, becaufe of thelr Poyfie:l Peemo- 


tion. 
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6 The (ozks of the Learnen, 


In the {eond, he confiders the Sentiments of fome Papifts and 
Arm.nians. 

The third treats of the Serpent that tempted Eve. The 
Ophiomorphites fay that Fuldubaoth, Prince of the Infesiour 
Fons, beirg forry at the Creation of a Man, form’d a Vertue 
like a Serpent ; and that Eve having honoured this Vertue asa 
Child of God, believ’d what it faid. Phz/o, and {ome others, 
fay this is an Allegory, and that by the Serpent we muft under- 
ftand Senfual Pleafure. Origen and Cajetan pretend that the 
Temptation of Eve was purely Internal, and that the Serpent 
was nothing but the Devil. S. Gyridle fuppos’d that the Devii 
afted outwardly, and tock an Aerial Body, which reprefented a 
Serpent. Our Author, with the Generality of Divines, takes it 
for areal Serpent that was a living Creature, and is of Opinion 


with them, that the Serpent which tempted Eve was poff:{'d 


with a Devil. Ke proves his Opinion by the Difcourfe of ihe 
Serpent, and other Circumftances of the Tempration. Ivs 
Difcourfe, he fays, was articulate, as was afterwards that of 
Balzan’s Afs. ?Tis not without reafon he i:-fifls on this Remark, 
fora Portuguefe Rabby taught thit the Serpent did not truly 
fpeak, but by Hifhogs, Looks and different Contorfions, excited 
inthe Mind of Eve all that Train of Thoughts which form the 
Difcourfe mentioned in Scripture, 

The Law, whole Violation was the firft Sin of Man, is the 
Subjedt of the fourth Differtation. 

He {peaks here of the forbidden Fruit, which, according tu 
Phecdoret, wasa Fig , according to St. Augustin and Luther an 
Apple; according to others a Grape. ’¥is demanded if there 
was only one Tree which bore it. Luther anfwers that there 
might he feveral,and encugh to form in the middle of the Terre- 
{trial Paradice a littl: Wood, or at leaft a kind of Chapel. Ia 
the heginning of the fitth D'ffertation, where he treats of the 
Nature of the firft Sin, and enquires carefully into the Genus 
and D fferentia, which ought to be in its Defaition. Our Au- 
thor obferves that we may very well forbear any further or cu- 
rious Enquiry into this Myftery, and thereupon relates an inge- 
nious Reflettion of S:. Aaga/tine, who, by way of Raiillery, 
told fome learned Men who were to2 much inclin’d to enquire 
into the Nature of Original Sin, thar they were like a Man, 
who, having feen another fall into a Well, fhould ftand on 
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for Jatieary, 1709. - 
the Brink and ask him in what {tate he was before he fell in, 
and how it happen’d. 

In the fixth Differtation our Author makes a fhort Puralte! b2- 
tween the Sin of Angels and the Sin of dds. He does not 
know of what kind the Society of Angels is, whether it te a 
Monarchy or a Republick. If they had finned every one in par- 
ticular, and without any Defcrence for fome other, the Kepub- 
lican Government would have agreed well enough with them. 
But the Divines of the Roman Faétion, fays our Author, hold 
that the Devils rebeil’d by the Perfuation of I wcifer, who had 
made himfelf their Head, and has ever fince kept the firft Rank 
in the Empire of Darknefs. But tho’ we fhould admit this Hy - 
pothefis, there would always bea great Difference betsveen the 
Crime of Lucifer with relation to the Devils, and the Crime 
of Adam with relation to Men. 

Our Author afterwards explains how he conceives Original 
Sin to be common to all Men, and confutes the Pelagians, 
Arminians, Socinians, and others, who have abandon’d the Sen- 
timents of the Fathers. 

He confiders the Effects of Oxiginal Sin in the 7th and 8th 
Differtation. °Tis by Imputation, fays he, thar all Men are 
Partakers of it, but the Depravation, which is derived from ir, 
iscommiunicated to them by Propagation According to him, 
this Propagation neceffarily fuppofes that of Souls, which he 
thinks to come from one another, This is a Doctrine, concinues 
he, which we carefully preferve in our Schoois, as we recety‘d 
it from Hafenreffer, Sigwardes, Tiummius and Nico/at. The 
latter has left it in Writing, ‘ That admitting the immediate 
* Creation of Souls, ’tis not poffible to imagine why thofe that 
* defcend from Adam fhouid bz corrupted and become guilty by 
‘ his Sin. However M H/o//iin owns that this Propagation of 
Souls contains almoit infuperable Difficuliies. He joins to tkhefle 
sight Dillertationsa {mall Treatife on the Authority of the Ho- 
ly Scriptures, and proves, that without any Dependance on the 
Teftimony of the Church, the Scriprures make fuch Impreflions 
on thofe that read them, as inwardly convince them they are 
Divine. 

The Differtationson our Ooligation to believe in Jefus Chrift 
are feven, 
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3 he Cos of the Learnen, 

Oar Author difputes there concerning the Nature of Faith in : 
Jefus Curift, its Object and Subject, asto the Nature of the Ob- 
ligation that lies upon Men to tubmit to it, and the Helps they 
have towards it. Butweneed not enlargeon Things fo well 
known. | oh: 

Our Author obferves, with many others, that Zuinglias was 
not convinced that all Men muft believe in Jefus Chrift, in order 
to be faved, fince writing to Fragcis 1. He places in Heaven 
Hercules, Socrates, Numa, Camillus, the Cato’s and Scipio’s, 
with the Holy Virgin and the Apoftles. 

Mr. Wolffiin quotes a great many more Authors, who,without 
entring into the Particulars, mention’d by Zasnglius, have judg’d 
very favourably of the Salvation of vertuous Pagans. The 
Lord Herbert of Cherbury, who is named among thofe Authors, 
condemn’d the Pagan High Priefts and Priefts as wilful Corrup- 
ters of Religion; but he was much inclin’d to juftifie the People 
upon whom they impos’d, and who aiter all believ’d, 

x, That there was a Sovereign God. 

2. That he muft be worfhipped. " 

3. That the effential part of his Worfhip confifted in Vertue 
and Piety. 

4. That we are oblig’d to repent and amend our Fauits. 

5. That Divine Juftice and Goodnefs chaftifed or rewarded 
Men, not only in this Lite but alfo in the other. 

Our Author endeavours to prove that thefe Artlcles were ne- 
ver fufficient, and that a Religion, where no mention is made ot 
one God in three Perfons, nor of Internal Worfhip, which is on- 
ly dueto him ; nor of the only Remedy again{t Sins, or of a 
Mediator who infpires us with the Hop of coming infallibly to 
Eternal Life, could not be fufficient for the Salvation of thofe 
who follow’d that Religion. : 

Mr. Wolfitx’s Commentary on the eight firft Chapters of 
Fohn is very full, and has many Quotations. He carefully con- 
fiders all the Terms of the Text, and the different Senfes of 
| which the Verfes are capable ; but what he fays on fome Occae 
! lions will not pleafe every body. For inftance, in explaining 
| the 4th verfe of the 2d Chapter, he maintains that the Holy 
Virgin committed a Sin, when at the Mariiage of Cana the faid 
to her Son, They want Wire. He tinds in that Remonftrance a 
diforderly impertinent and unreafonable Charity. From. this 
attual Sin, as he fuppofes it, he concludes with othérs, that the 
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Holy Virgin was no more exempted from Original Sin than 
others, He endeavours afterwards to foften this Lenitive. ‘ We 
* do not defign, fays he, to condemn Mary, who was alwaysa 
© Virgin, nor to aggravate her Faults; we do not ccafe to com- 
‘ mend her among us, tho’ we fhew from Scripture that {he was 
* fubje&t to the Weakneffes that accompany Humane Nature; And 
as the Roman Catholicks will neither approve his Explanation nor 
Lenitive. The Calvinifts will not be pleaigd with what he fays or 
the 63d verfe of the 6th Chapter, "Its the Spirit that quickneth, 
the Elefh propitetb nothing. The Calvinifts, fays he, abufe this 
Oracle, when they attack the fubftantial Prefence of the Body 
and Blood of Jefus Chrift in the Supper, and deny that the 
Mouth receives the one as Meat, and the other as Drink. You 
{hall hardly find one Calvinift, fays he, who don’t reafon thus. 
The Flefh profiteth nothing, therefore the Flefh of Chrift is not 
prefent in the Supper. 

M. Wolfitn endeavours to confute this Argament, which he 
calls the Achilles of the Reformed, and omits no Endeavours 
to eftablifh the real Prefence, not only of the Body and Blood 
of Jefus Chrift, but alfo of the Bread and Wins in the Ev 
charilt, according to the Principles of the Lutherans. 
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Tradition des Peres des Auteurs Ecclefiaftiques far vla Contem- 
plation, ou Von Explique ce qui regarde le Dogme & la Pratique 
de ce faint Exercue, i. e. The Tradition ot the Fathers and 
Ecclefiattical Authors on Contemplation, where the DcCtrine 
and Practice of this Holy Exercife ,is expluin’d by the Reve- 
rend Father Honore of St. Mary, a Bare-footed Carlemite at 
Paris, 1708. in Svo, two. Volumes, ift Vol. pages 587. 2d: 
Volume pages 643. 


THIS Work muft have coft Father Hozore much Pains, for 

‘ hitherto no Body has treated fo largely, nor fo methodi- 
cally concerning the Matters he endeavours to clear. He ob- 
ferves in his Preface, that the Learned, and even thofe who now 
{tand up againft counterfeit Devotion, do not enough efteem. 
true Devotion, but often confound the Maxims of the true My-. 
fticks, with fich as are extravagant or Impcttors. According | 
to them, thofe, who are given to Contemplation, have faid, du- 
ting the Fervor of their Prayers or Speeches, many Things, in 
which an over-heated Fancy had a greater {hare than Reafon, or 
the Unétion of the Spirit. 

They ufe ways of {peaking altogether unknown to the Fa- 
thers of the Church, and we do -not find betore the 12th Cen- 
tury the leaft fign of thofe different kinds of Prayers, and Su- 
vernatural Impreflions which they mention. 

According to thefe Prejudices, they form a wrong Idea of 
what is call’d Contemplation, they treat as Fanaticks and Quie- 
rifts, all thofe who have any Inclination to a Myftical Life ; or 
if they would ufe them more favourably, and not fpeak fo | 
harfhly of their Exercifes, they think they do honour enough to 
the Spiritual Thoughts, if they call them pious Dotages. 

“Twas to undeceive thofe who are fo prepoffefs’d again{t Con- 
templation that our Author propos’d in this Work, to difcover 
the pureft Saurces of Myftical Divinity, and to eftablifh the 
Dotrine of it, to fhew that the Fxercife of Contemplation 
was always the fame in all Ages; that its as Ancient as the | 
Ghurch, and defcended from the Apoftles to the Holy se 

and | 
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and other Ecclefiaftical Authors, to us by an interrupted Succef- 
fion; and in ihort, to prove, that the true Myftical Divines 
fince the 12th Century have advane’d nothing on Contemplanon 
but what is agreeable to the Doétrine of the Ancients, and even 
that we fhiall not find in their Writings one Term, xpreffion, 
or way of Speaking, Supernatural Jmpreffion, or Degree of 
Contemplation, which they have not taken from the Fathers. 

His Work is divided into 3 Parts. In the frit he {peaks of 
the Nature of Contemplation, and the difterent Ways of Con- 
templating God. Contemplation is ¢ Plaiz and Loving View of 
God and his Myfteries by the belp of bis Grace, or the Gifts of 
the Holy Ghsft. Thefe Words, Plain View, fays our Author, 
ihew the Suppreffion of all difcurfive and paffionate Acts. P/om 
and Loving include the Actions of the Underftanding and Will, 
without which there is no Chriftian Contemplation. Of God 
and bis Myfteries: Thefe are its Obje&ts, vsz. the Unity of the 
Effence, Trinity of Perfons, the Perteétions that Faith difcovers 
in God, the Holy Humanity of our Savior, and generally all 
the Secrets of Grace and Glory, befides thofe of Nature, which 
are as it were fo many Degrees or Steps, by which we afcend to 
the Creator. Laftly, thefe Words; By the help of his Graee, 
or the Gifts of the Holy Ghoft, difcover the Principles of Con- 
templation, which renders it more or lefs perfe€t, according as 
it pleafes God, to communicate more or lefs of himfelf. Thefe 
Words, Of bis Grace, or the Gifts of the Holy Ghoft, thew alfo 
the manner of Contemplation, to which God applies the Soul, 
either by {trong Infpirations that fuddenly tranfport it beyond its 
ordinary way of acting, which is an Efteét of the Gifts of the 
Holy Ghoft, or by Degrees, according to its ordinary manner, 
which proceeds from a more common Grace. 

One way of Contemplating God, iscall'd, The Contemplation 
of God in Darknefs. inthis Contemplation, fays Father /Zono- 
re, we look upon the Divinity as envirorned with an Immenfe 
Light, in which the Scripture fays God dwells. He is invifible 
there, becaufe of his excellent Brightnefs, and inacceffible, be- 
caufe even in the abundance of the Underitanding which he in- 
fufes into our Mind, by an excellent Light which raifés our 
Faith, he fo dazzles our Mind, that he leaves it in Darknets ; 
fo that the moft penetrating Mind in this Life cannot apprebend 
him, fince he hides himfelt in his own Immenfity, and in the 


infinite Perfe€tion of his Effence. This luminous Darknefs, con- 
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tinues our Author, leaves in the Soul I know not what amofour 
Languifhing, becaufe fhe cannot find her Beloved but in Dark- 
nefs and ob{@.re Shaddows, and that fhe is willing to know hin 
clearly. The very abundance of this Light increafes the Soul’s 
Trouble. To this heavinefs fucceeds a Defire and a firm Hope 
of enjoying one Day that which it fighs after. The Soul, during, 
this happy Moment, is foretimes ravifh’d with fo ardent a Love, 
that it goes out of it felf by a Rapture, during which God dif- 
covers to it feveral Truths. It hears fome Words at the bottom 
of its Heart for its particular Comfort, or for that of others; 
and fometimes he difcovers to it Things to come, Thefe Keve- 
lations, Vifions and. Words, are communicated by Corporeal 
Images, and Spiritual Ideas; at other times thefe Kaptures are 
occafion’d by fudden Beams which God darts into the Mind, 
but vauifh in a Momeut. —- Many times the meeting with this 
Light caufes in the. Heart fo great.a Joy, that it makes the Per. 
fon almoft fall into a Swoon; fo that the excefs of Pleafure and 
Contentment makes jt cry out, tho’ the Delights it enjoys can- 
not be exprefs'd in Words. The. Godly call this Grace a Spiri- 
tual Rejoycing, or Feafting. This Contemplation produces alfo 
a very ardent Love, accompanied with fo exceflive a Joy, that ic 
opens, cheers, and dilates the Heart in fuch a manner, that it 
can hardly (if we may {peak fo) be fhur again. This Dilata- 
tion of the Heart, that Spiritual Perfons: call a Love Wound, 
occafions Joy and Pain, Pleafure and Torment altogether, that 
cannot-be explain’d, nor almoft conceiv’d, without Experience. 

A Soul in this condition,. obferves Father Honore, has ftill fe- 
veral Imperfe€tions both actual and habitual ;. and thefe rough 
Tryals ought to difpofe it for the Divine Union.. He explains 
what thofe Contemplative People underftand by E/poufals, by the 
Myftical Kifing, Spiritual Sleep, Silent Prayer, Myftical Silence, 
the Prayer of Sufpenfion, the foaring Aloft of the Spirit, the prayer 
of Vebemency, Divine Touches, &c.. Thefe are according to 
him, the degrees of Contemplation, of which the fpiritual Per- 
fons make great Myfteries, and do. yery much perplex .this Mat- 
rer, 

The higheft pitch of perfection confifts in. the pesfe€t Union. 
The Soul. bzing well prepared, God, according to our Author 
draws and ravifhes it with himfelf by fo lively an Impreffion, - 
that all its Forces being united inwardly, the Senfesremain with- 
out:Action, and. the Powers are elevated.to their moft noble Q, 
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Nération, the Memory is overflow’d with an heavesly influences 
which makes it calm and quiet,fo that ‘tis in a manner fwallow’d 
up with the remembrance of God, that it now feels and per- 
ceives in the borrom of the Soul. The Underttanding receives 
new light—-— The Will is ftrittly joyned to God; the Soul em- 


braces him with Love, enjoyshim with Peace and Quietnefs, and 
touches him in fo lively and delicious a manner, that it feems 
to be diffolved and to mele icfelf wholly in God—— God dif- 
covers fometimes to the Soul in this condition, the ineffable 
Myftery of the moft holy Trinity, in a fpiritual Idea or Vifion, 
and fornetimes the holy Humanity of our_Saviour, in an Idea re- 
ceived by the Imagination. Atter the happy Moments chat this 
Uniow latts (tor they are always very fhorr) the Memory conti- 
nues fo fixed upon God after it has tatted him moft delicioufly, 
thac ic can’t almoft remember any created Thing. 

Our Author, after having diftinguifhed the different degrees - 
of Contemplation, ciftinguifhes alfo what is effential to this 
Exercife, from what is not: The fuppreflion of difcurfive A&s, 
the application to the Truths of Faith, the enjoyment of God 
with peace and tranquility, by a loving knowledge of him, are 
effential to Contemplation, °Tis commonly Meditation that dif: 
pofes the Mind to it, and is always followed with the folid pra- 
tice of Vertue. One ought to look upon all the reft, fays Fa- 
ther Honore, for inftance, the {pecies intufed or ranged fuperna- 
tutally in the Mind, or acquited by fenfe, the extraordinary 
Lights, the clearnefs or da:knefs of Knowledge, Vilions and 
Revelations, and ali the imperfections of Love, as Things nor 
effential to Contemplation, but only as the Confequencés, Cir. 
cumftances, and particular Graces which God gives when he 
pleafes. Father Honore makes afterwards fome Refic€tions or 
the Examples and Figures of Contemplation, which are in the 
Old Teftament; and after having fpoken of the Application of 
Jefus Chrift, of the Virgin Marvy, of the Apoftles, and primi- 
tive Chriltians, to this Exercife; he confiders the Fccletiafiical 
Authors of after Ages. He joyns to the Confideration of every 
Century an Analyfis, by which he recollects in a few Words, 
what is. moft particular in the Authors ke quoted. By the help 
of thefe Analyfes, we fee how Contemplation was perfetted, at 
ieaft as to its Circumftances, and how the Myftical Language 
was form’d... 
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Our Author obferves in his Chronological Table, treating of 
thofe that were given to Contemplation in the 14th Century, 
that Rusbrock, a Regular Canon of the Order of Sr. Auguftin, 
was the firft who imitated the {tile of the Works attribated to 
St. Deny’s the Areopagite. We have of Rwusbroeks a Book 
intituled, L’Ornament des Noces Spirituelles, i. e. The Orna- 
ment of Spiritval Marriage. His Expreflions are obfcure, re- 
fin’d and abftra&ted. His affe€ted Language, that fome have 
imitated, has produc’d, fays Father Honore, three bad Effects. 
The firft is, that Books of Myftical Divinity are look’d upon by 
feveral Perfons with Contempt. The fecond is, that feveral 
Perfons do not apply themfélvesto Contemplation, becaufe they 
are weaty of reading thefe Myftical Books. Thofe People ima- 
gine that we muft be metamorphos’d in order to be Spiritual ; 
trom whence they conclude, that Mental Prayer is an Exercife 
proper only to Melancholy Perfons. A certain Divine, on occa- 
lion of Rusbroek, and Thaxlerus’s Books, has faid in general 
again{t all Books of Myftical Divinity, that the reading of 
Books of Contemplation, is for moft part unprofitable, and fre- 
quently ptejudicial. In a word, adds Father Honore, the falfe 
Myfticks of thefe laft times have perverted feveral Expreffions 
which they have found in thofe Spiritual Books, and made ufe 
of them to authoriie their Errors. 

_ The fecond part of this Work contains 10 Difftrtations. In 
the firft, our Author fpeaks of the Terms of Myftical Divinity. 
He rejetts thofe that feem fuperfluous, but retains others, and 
explains them. One may by him know what they call Superef- 
fential, Supereminent a&tive and paffive Contemplation, by 
way of Affirmation and Negation; as alfo affefted favoury ard 
experimental Knowledge, what they mean by a Beam of Dark- 
nefs, or Divine Darknefs, dead, Annihilation, Liquefa&tion, or 
flowing out, Transformation or Deification of the Soul, the bot- 
tom or Cenrer, the Point, the Top or height of the Soul, Spi- 
ritual Unétion, Spiritual imbracing and kifing the word. In his 
kxplications, Father Honore fays almoft nothing of himfelf, bur 
quotes ufually the Fathers, or other approved Authors, for in- 
Itance that of Aif/ing the Word. * We do not find, fayshe, any 
‘ of the Fathers before St. Ambrofe, and but few of thofe Spi- 
* ritual Perfons who liv’d aftea him, that made ufe of this Es- 
; preflion to kifs the Word: And fince this great Doétor gave 

ife to this Expreffion, he himfelf muft teach us the Signifi- 
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‘ cation of it. The Kif§ of the Word, fays he, is the Light of 
© Sacred Knowledge. 

~ The 2d Differtation relates to the three States of the Spiritwal 
Life, according to the Farhers. 

The 3d is concerning the Divifions and Subdivifions of Contem- 
plation. 

The 4th contains the Definition and Degrees of this Exercife. 
The 5 following Diflertations are upon the 5 Ways of Contem- 
plating God, viz. by Cerporeal and Senfible Things, by Spiri- 
tual Things, by Eternal Truths, by the great Light with which 
God is environed, and by the Supreme Union. The roth Dif- 
fertation treats of Supernatural Impreflions; of Spiritual and 
Corporeal Senfes of our Soul; of Spiritual Seeing ; of Myttical 
Hearing ; of Smelling ; of Tafting, of Myftical and Intelle- 
&tual Touching , of Myftical Imprceffions receiv’d in the Imagi- 
nation ; and of Supernarural Impreffions which belong to the 
External Senfes. We cannot infift upon all thefe Things, but 
{hall only relate part of what our Author teaches concerning 
Myftical Smelling: ‘* The A€tion of Myftical Intelle€tual 
* Smelling, fays he, is a Contemplation infufed fo far, as in the 
* Supream Union, it contains an unfpeakable Comfort and Plea- 
{ure 3. for the intelle&tual Smelling of the Soul runs after the 
‘Perfumes of Divine Myfteries, that it contemplates it, in or- 
der to fmell the fweet Savour that they fpread. The Holy 
Spoufe mutt have had a Spiritual Smell to run after the Odour 
of the Perfumes of her Holy Bridegroom; fince thefe Per- 
fumes, in the Opinion of Sz. Gregory Naziansen, are only 
the Divine Perte&tions, whofe Odour fpreads it {elf on the 
Soul that contemplates them. The Fxpreffion of Ca/fen on 
this Matter is very fine: Often in thefe happy Moments of 
Contemplation, fays this Abbor, we are fill’d with fo fweet an 
* Odour, that no Perfumes on the Earth can equal it, the 
* Soul being charm’d with this unfpeakable Pleafure, is fo ra. 
*- vifh’d in Extafie, that it does not remember it felf to be ftill in 
* the Body. St. Ambrofe is admirable on this Subje€t, ec. 

There are 9 Differtations in the 3d Part, Our Author ob- 
ferves there the neceflary Difpofitions for Contemplation, the 
Qualities of a Spiritual Mafter, the difiereat ways of pafling 
from Meditation to Contemplation, the Properties of the pat- 
five State, the Nature and Pertections of the Gifts of the Holy 
Gshoft. He sreats there of the Tryals, ard of the paflive Night, 

both: 
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Doth of the Mind and of the Senfes : Of Chriftian Perfettion : 
Of the Advanzagesof the ordinary way that leads to the Sub- 


lime Union, and of the Privileges of the pts way. 
a 


He illuftrates here 43 Propofitions extra&ted from the Fathers 


and other Ecclefiaftical Authors. 

Some of thefe Propofitions are very obfeure, others feem bold, 
and capable of a bad fenfe which Father Honore has taken gieat 
care to reject. 

This Father explains alfo a great many Comparifons which 
the Myfticks make ufe of to fhew how God and the Soul are 
united in Contemplation. 

He examins wherein Apathy confitts, if fuch a State be im- 
poffible, and if Sr. Clement of Alexandria, St. Macaire, St.Fobx 
Climacus, St. Maximus, and fome other Fathers, did admit it. 
The Authority of Myftical Divines, and the Rules to be fol- 
low’d in reading their Books, make the chief Subje& of the 
laft Differtation. ' 

_ We have at the beginning of this Work an Hiftorical and 
Chronological Table ot all the Ecclefiaftical Authors, who com. 
pofe the Tradition of Contemplation, each. Author has his fepa 
rate Article. 
__ Inthefe Articles, Father Henore obferves ufually the time of 
the Birth and Death of thofé he fpeaks of, and gives us in few 
words their Character, and an [dea of the Works they wrote on 
- Devotion, | 
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G. Brandts Hiftorie van de Rechts pieging, &c. i. e. The Hifto- 
ty of the Proceedings in 1618. and idr9, againit M. Fubn 
Oldenbarnevelt, M. Rombout Hoogeerbect, and M. fugo Gro- 
tius. By G. Brandt. At Roterdim, 1708. in gto. p. 269. 


HE Misfortunes of O/denbarnevelt, Hoogerbcet and H.Gro. 
tius, are not unknown to thofe who are acquainted with 
the Hiftory of the laft Century. Several Writers have ipoke of 
them. Grotius has left us a Relation of his own Mistortunes ; 


but none has colletted with more care all that paf¥d during the 
Trial of thofe Magiftrates than the Author, whofe Sonnow pub- 
lifhes this Work. He defcends to a great many Particulars, and 
relates many remarkable Acts, Circumftances and Matters of 
Fa& not found in Grotius’s Apology. He vindicates thofe of 
whofe Misfortunes he writes; pretends to penetrateinto the In- 
tentions, and to open the Views the principal Authors of their 
Troubles propos'd by the Ruin of thofe Men. M. Brande affures 
us he had all that he relates, either from thofe who waired 
upon thefe three famous unfortunate Men, during their Impri- 
fonment, or from what they wrote in Prifon, or from the Me- 
moirs prefented to the States of Holland by the Ambaffadors, 
who were fent by the Kingof France, to follicit the Liberty of 
thofe Prifoners. 

Since the Merits of Odenbarnevelt, and his Companions of 
Misfortune, gave Occafion to their Fall, according to our Au- 
thor, he begins with the Defcription of thofe three Magiftrates. 
He enlarges more upon the good Qualities of Grotis, than up- 
on thofe of the others ; and has taken care to infert here the Cata- 
logue of the Works of the latter. He comesafterwards to what 
he calls the true Cauies of their Misfortunes. 

Maurice, Count of Naffaz, and afterwards Prince of Oranze, 
fays, he had form’d a Detign upon the Liberty of the Dutch 
Ir did not tend to take it abfolutely from them ; but he would 
have contraéted it into more narrow Bounds, that he might have 
the greater Scope for his own Authority. He knew well enough he 
could not accomplifh his Defign, fo long as Barnevels, Hooger- 
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beet and Grotius, were poflefs’d of efminent Pofts, they had 
sreat Authority over the People ; were too clear fighted not to 
perceive the Defigns of that Prince, and too much devoted to 
the Publick Good, not to oppofe them as foon as they were 
difcover’d. All which inclin’d that ambitious Prince, fays our 
Author, to form the Defiga to deftroy them. He began with 
getting them to be apprehended, on pretence of their keeping a 
Correfpendence with the Enemies of the Republick, and had 
contributed much to the Difturbancesin the Synod of Dort; but 
fearing a popular Infurre€tion, he caus’d Libels to be {pread, in 
which heinfinuated to the People, that the States-General ha- 
ving difcover’d a Plot, whereof Buarneve/t, Hoogerbeet and 
Grotixs, were the Authors, hg thought fit to feize them. 

After this firft ftep, Prince Maurice, in order to know the 
Peoples Minds, delay’d the Trial of thofe Prifoners a long time ; 
but at the end of fix Months, twas refolv’d to name Commifia- 
ries to try them ; ‘and Count Maurice took care to chufe fuch 
Men did notlove them. Barzeve/r, and his Brothers, in vain 
obje€ted again{t thofe Judges, but were oblig’d to anfwer to the 
Matters of Fatt, upon which they were examin’d. Barzevelt 
was not allow’d to anfwer in Writing, as he defird, and it was 
not till after the Prifoners Wives had prov’d to the States-General, 
that thefe Commiffaries were the greateft Enemies to their Huf- 
bands, that they named 24 Deputies to examin this Affair. In 
the mean time the Prifoners were kept very clofe: No body 
had Liberty to fpeak to them; nor their Wives fuffer’d to be 
with them: And fince it was not certainly known ;what Crimes 
they were accus’d of, becaufe the Deputies were {worn to keep 
the Bufinefsfecret: One of thefe great Mens Friends found 
means to write to them, and taught them an Expedient to make 
known to their Friends what they were accus’d of, and at the 
— time to demand what might be of ufe for clearing 
them. 

He demanded leave to fend them fome Books, they were 
view'd, and the Latin Verfes interlin’d with Ink, which could 
only be read when brought to the Fire; not being perceiv’d, 
ithe Books were deliver’d to them ; and their Friend taught ’em 
by thofe Verfeshow to make fuch Ink. Grotius was the only 
Perfon who perceivd the Stratagem ; but tho’ all three had per- 
ceiv'd it, it could not have been of any great ufe to thofe Men, 
whole Kuin was refolv’d on; fo that Barneve/t was ‘condemn’d 
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to be beheaded, and Hoogerbeet and Grotius were condutted to 
Louveftin, a very {trong Prifon, in which they ended their 
Days. 

Tho it be rare to fee any thing well writ in Flemifh, yet this 
mult be ownd to be fo; and it were to be wifh’d, for the Me- 
mory of thefe three great Men, that fome able Pen would tran- 
flate it into Latin or French. 

M. de Brandt, to embellifh his Matter with pleafant Digref 
fions, takes care to infert feveral witty Sayings fpoke on this 
Subject. One by Madam Barzevelt is as follows. After the 
Death of their Father, this Ladies Children confpir’d againft 
Prince Maezrice. The Eldeft was taken, and Madam de Barne- 
velt demanded Audience of the Prince, to pray him to pardon 
her Son, becaufe as Stateholder he had Power to do it. The 
Prince durft not refufe her Audience, but infteadof having any 
Regard to her Petition, anfwerd, That he was furpriz’d to fee 
her ask Pardon for her Son, fince fhe had not done it for her 
Husband. The Lady perceiving by this Compliment, that fhe 
could not prevail, reply’d, That fhe did not ask Pardon for her 
Husband, becaufe he was innocent ; but fhe ask’d Pardon for her 
Son, becaufe he was guilty; and immediately went out. Pr. 
Maurice, {ays our Author, was more convine'd than Madam de 
Barnevelt, of the Innocency of her Husband ; and grew fo me- 
lancholy towards the end of his Days, that one day when the 
Head of a Pike was brought to Table, he thought it to be 
Barnevelt’s Head, and faid feveral times, Take away that White 
Head from before me. 
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Addree Ol. Rhyzelij Veftro-Gotht de Sepultura Veterum Sueo-Go- 
thorum, Libri fingularis Pars prior. Anno Chrifti 1707. Up- 
falis: i. €. A choice Treatife concerning the way of Burying 
among the Ancient Swedes ; the firft Part by Andrew O/. Rhy- 
zely, at Upfal 1707. in 8va. p. 106. 


* A Mong other Inquiries that the Learned have made into 
A the Cuftoms of ancient People, the Article of Funerals 
has not been omitted. Thofe who have treated with the greateft 
Care on this Subje€t, with relation to the Jews, Egyptians, 
Greeks and Romans, are Gyraldi, Kirchmann, Queenftedt, Cafa- 
dius, Geier, Gutherius, Moreftellus, Laurentius, Meurfius, and 
fome others; to fay nothing of Lucien, who having lanched 
out into pleafant Digreffions on this Head,’ taught us feveral Cir- 
cumftances which we fhould not have Known without him, 
What relates to the Burial of the ancient People of the North, 
efpecially the Swedes was hitherto not much known to us, and 
fince the Relifh of good Learning and Antiquity has been but 
jately introduced into the North, ’tis no wonder that Dif 
coveries are ftill to be made’on fome of the ancient Cuftoms of 
that Country: 

The late M. Hadorf began fome Colle&tions concerning. the 
People of Scandinavia; but did not live to finifhthem. M. Red- 
beck, fo well known by his Atlantick, promis’d in feveral Parts 
of that great Work, fome Illuftrations om this Subje&t ; but the 
great Fire that happened at Up/a/ in 1702. confumed this learn- 


ed Man’s Papers, and he himfelf died fome Time after. We have 


foft that Work, which without doubt, would have much illuftra- 
irated the Swedi/h Antiquity as to the Matter of Burials, M. Rby- 
zelius, being fenfible of this lofS, thought it his Duty to repair 
it; He has colleéted all that Ire could extraé from the Regifters 
and Monuments of his Nation, either by his own Enquiries, or 
bp the help of his Friends, from all which he compofed this firft 
part of his Treatife, divided into 8 Chapters, wherein he Shews 
us the manner of Burial-among the Swedes, when they were Pa- 


gens., and.in the 2d part promifes to inform us of the Changes. 
which. 
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which Chriftianity has occafioned in the Funeral Ceremonies of 
this People. ; 

Our Author, after fome preliminary Reflef&tions on the Law 
and Caufes of Burial, enters upon the Matter, and firft goes 
through the different Cuftoms of the Northern People in burying 
their dead. Without infifting on thofe that appeared moft bar- 
barous and extraordinary, he confines himfelf to Two, which 
feem to have prevailed above all others, vic. burning the Bodies 
of the deceafed, or interring them. From hence came the divi- 
fion the Swedes make of their Hiftory into two Ages; the firft 
called Bruna-old, i.e. The Age in whieb they burnt dead Bodies ; 
and the 2d, Hauga-old, i.e. The Age of Hills or Tombs. 

1. M. Rhyzelius begins with Bruna old; and tho’ the Hiftory 
of the Country goes no higher than the Age of Odiz, who being 
fuppofed to be the Leader of an Aftatiek Colony that came 
from Turkeftan, a little before the Birth of our Saviour went to 
the North, where he changed the Language and Religion, arro- 
gated to himfelf the Invention of the Rumes, endeavour’d to abo- 
lifh the Memory of former Ages, and to have himfelf looked 
upon as a God; yet our Author cannot be perfwaded, but that 
the Cuftom of burning dead Bodies, is much more ancient than 
this Prince, and maintains his Conjectures by a proof of Anti- 
quity, which M. Radbeck firft publifhed, and this able Antiquary 
pretends to have brought it to the certainty of a Demonftration. 
This proof is taken from the ThicknefS of acertain black Cruff, 
called in Swedi/h Matjorden,Swart-Myllan, which covers the Face 
of the Earth, and is formed of a mixture of rotten Herbs, of 
Duft, and a kind of Mud which is left by melted Snow. Now 
fince M. Radbeck (fays he) has firmly proved that tc requires 
no lefS than 500 years, to make this black Earth grow aa Inch 
thick, and that it has been found above 7 Inches thick in fome 
places; from whence Urns full of Bones and Afhes have been 
dugup. It follows (fays our Author) that in Scandinavia they 
burnt dead Bodies above 3500 years ago. That Cuftom was 
founded on the Opinion of thofe Northern People, who thought 
the Soul immortal, and of the nature of Fire, as well as the 
Heaven which they fancied to be joyned to the Farth by 
a Bridge of Fire, called Bifroffa, which was the only way by 
which Souls could afcend to the Manfions of the Biefied. Hence 
itcame that they hated Water, becaufe. they thought that the 
Soul might be extinguifhed by ir. 
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M. Rhyzelias makes many curious Obfervations on the princi- 
pal Ceremonies obferved in this firft fort of Funerals, by giving 
us fora patern thofe of Baldwr, the Son of Odin, as they are de- 
{cribed in the Eddz, which is a Colle€tion of Northern Mytho- 
logy. Thefé Funeral Ceremonies are reduced to thofe that 
follow. ‘ i 

1. They put the dead Body in a Litter, to carry it to a Fune- 
ral Pile, and took care before-hand to cut their Nails, for fear, 
fays the Edda, they fhould be made ufe of to build a certain Vef- 
fel called Nag/fare, the building of which both Gods and Men 
were concerned to hinder. 

2. They putthe Body ina Ship upon the top of a Funeral 
Pile. 

3. They put a piece of Money into its Mouth. — 

4. They laid near it on the Funeral Pile, the Things that were 
moft valued by the deceafed, efpecially his Arms and Horfe, 
for want of which they tye Shooes hard to his Feet, that he 
might walk the more fteadily to the Wa//-bal/, which was the 
Paradife of the North. 

5. Oitentimes the Wife, and fome of the deceafed’s Friends, 
willingly burnt themfelves with him. 

6. The Funeral Pile being confumed, they gathered together 
the Bones and Afhes, which they kept in an Urn of baked 
Earth. Thefe Urns were of different Figures and Colours. 

7. And laftly, They. put this Urn on the fame karth where the 
Body was burnt; and after having furrounded it with Stones, 
which they raifed round it, in manner of an Arch, to defend it 
from external Injuries, they covered the whole with more or 
lefs Earth, and higher and lower, according to the Quality of the 
ceceafed, in form of a little Hill. | 

2. Burying, which (in our Author’s Opinion ) is the ancienteft 
kind of Sepulture; after having been neglefted for fome confide- 
rable time, came in requeft, and fucceeded the Cuftom of Burn- 
ing. ’T'was Freyr, the Son of Niord, and fecond King of Swe- 
den aiter Odin, who reftor’d this Cuftom, which obtain’d infen- 
fibly in all the North. They buried common People without 
any Pomp, covering them only with Gravel or Earth, as they 
do now, But their Kings and Great Men had fpacious Tombs, 
fometimes of Stone and Brick, fometimes of Timber; which 
being covered over with Earth, reprefented fo many little Hills 
or Pyramids, feveral thoufands of which are ftill to be {een in 
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this Country: But moft of the Rites obferved in Funeral Piles 
were alfo us’d in burying. They cairied the Corps of the de- 
ceasd in great Pomp, clothed with his beft Apparrel, to its 
Tomb, where they fhut it up, fometimes ftanding upright, and 
fometimes laid in a Coffin, or fet upon a Throne. They fhut 
up with it a Spar-Hawk, a Dog, a Horfe fadled and bridled, his 
Arms, and a part of his Riches: And his Kins-folks and Friends, 
as a Token of their Sorrow, fpent feverat Days about the 
Tomb. 

Tho’ no particular Places. were appointed for thefe Tombs, 
they ere€ted them commonly along the High Ways, the Banks 
of Rivers, and the Sea Shore. Thefe Tombs had frequently 
certain Monuments, called Bautaffern-r, whole Origine they at- 
cribe to Odin : They refembled great Gates, which had feveral 
Stones of 10, 15, 20, and 30 Foot high, fetup perpendicularly ; 
upon the top of which they laid others a-crofs. They engraved 
on thefe Stones Infcriptions, to inform Pofterity of the Name, 
Qualities, and principal A€tions of the deceafed. 

M. Rbyzelius, in the laft Chapter, {peaks of the Difcourfes 
and Funeral Feafts which concluded the Ceremonies. Their 
Feafts, efpecially, were remarkable for the quantity of Beer and 
Mead drunk there inftead of Wine. At the King’s Funerals, 
fometimes the Succeffor, fometimes the Subjects of moft Note, 
gave this Treat. The Succeffor, after having drank feveral little 
Glaffes, was obliged, in order to make himfelf worthy of a! 
cending the Throne, to drink a great GlafS, called Bargebikar. 
i, €. The Cup of valiant Men, or of Heroes, after which he 
was inftalled, and proclaimed King in form. 

M. Rbyzelius proves what he advances here, by a great many 
Paflages extra€ted from Ancient Authors that haye writ in Old 
Swedifh, but feldom tranflates them into Latin ; which muft be 
very puzzling to thofe who do not underftand the Ancient Lan. 
guages of the North as well as he. 
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Defenfio Auguftiffimi Romanorum Imperatoris Fofephi, contra 
ae tie. inftituta ob Wolfgango Fagero Can- 
cellario Tubingen fi Tubinge. i. e, The Defents of the Em- 
peror Fofeph againft the Briefs of the Court of Rome. By 
Fobn Wolfgang Fager, Chancellor of the Univerfity of Ta- 
bingen. At Tubingen 1708. in 4to, pag. 88. 


TH Publick is already well inform’d of the Differences raif- 
ed fome Years ago, between Pope Clement KI. and the Em- 
peror Fofepb 1. The Pope complains of the Attempts of the 
Emperog onthe Eccieftaftical Territories, by fending Troops to 
Winter, and to live there with as much liberty as if they were 
in the Territories of the Empire. This is the Subjett of a Bull 
publiff’d at Rome in 1707, by which the Pope, according to the 


Example of his Predeceffors, pronounc’d an Excommunication 


againit thofe who ufurp the Patrimony of the Church. This 
Bull was followed by two Briefs dire&ted to the Emperor him- 


felf, to reprefent the Injuftice of his Pretenfions, and to engage 


him to renouace them, on pain of incurring all the Cenfures of 


the Church. The Emperor on his Part iffued a Mandat, where 
without entring into the particular Proofs of his Right, he af- 


ferts them in general, and annuls all the Bulls and Cenfures of 


the Pope, as mide without Caufe and Power. The Juttification 
of this Imperial Order is the chief Subje& of this Book. 

Our Author begins with obferving in his Preface, that 
Clement XJ. has not the fame Sentiments nor Conduét that In- 
nocent X\. hid. This Man, fays he, was entirely devoted to the 


Intereft of the Empire, C’emenr XI. appears quite contrary. 
’Twould feem more proper to the Subjeét of this Book, fays the 
Paris Journalitt, to thew the difference betwixt thofe two Popes, 
with relation to their manner of ufing Ecclefiaftical Cenfures ; 
but fince every body knows that Izzocent XI. us’d them more than 
once in Matters purely Temporal, he has wifely avoided making 
the Comparifon on that fide. | 
_ To attack the Bulls of the Pope at the Foundation, he traces 
Feclefiaftial Benefices from their Origine, and maintains that 
the 
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the Church was formerly poor,-and content with ber Poverty; 
had no Funds but the voluntary Oblations of the People; that 
Jefus Chrift and his Apoftles had nothing of their own, and con- 
fequently their Succeffors onght to imitate the fame D'f-intereft- 
ednefs as to the World. He pufhes the Con‘equence fo far, as ta 
alledge, that unlefs the Pope can fhew that Jets Chrift and his 
Apoftles poffefs'd the Dutchies of Perma, Placenti:, and other 
Lands, which he looks upon as his own Patrimony, he can have 
no tight to them. He endeavours afterwards to prove, that thofe 
Lands are Dependencies of the Dutchy of Als/az, which, ac- 
cording to our Author, certainly belong to the Houfe of Axfiria; 
and tho’ they were given to the Popes by the Liberaliry of the 
Emperois, it could be no otherwife than with a Prefervation of 
the Homage, and dire€&t Dominion or Superiority ; which was 
fufficient ( fays he ) to authorize the Contributions and Quarcers 
which the Emperor demanded there tor his Troops. 

He goes to another Argument, which the Pcpe, in all ap- 
pearance, did not expeét: He thought he could by thofe Arms, 
which the Church has put into his Hands, refift the Attemprs of 
the Emperor upon the Ecclefiaftical State; but according to our 
Author, this very Defenfe made him forfeit his Right, if he had 
any, becaufeé that Right which was founded only upon the Do- 
nations of Emperors, might be revoked and annull’d by the In- 


gratitude of thofe to whom they were beltowed. The Civil 


Law, by allowing a Donative to be revok’d on the account of 
Ingratitude, takes. care alfo to fpecify all the Cafes that may 


give occafion to this Crime, The firft is, when the Donatce 
gives his Donator ill and opprobrious Names: Now what can 


be worfe, fays our Author, than to give the Emperor the Name 
of Rebe/, as Clement XI. has done in his Briefs? The fecond 


Cafe of Ingratitude is, when the Donatee fights again{t the Do- 


nator: Now the Pepe has rais’d Troops againft the Emperor, 
and *twas not his Fault that he did not defeat him. The third 


Cafe is, when the Donatee has created Trouble to the Dunator 


to make him loofe his Eftate by ill Methods: Now the Pope 


would raife, fays he, all Isc/y againft the Emperor. The fourth 
Cafe is, when the Donatee has attempted the Life of the Do- 
nator: But what Outrage can be more black, than to pronounce 


the Excommunication againft the Emperor, which is the Death 


of the Soul? To conclude, The fifth Cafe of Ingratitude is, 


when the Donatee refufes to ae the Duties for —— the 
ona- 
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Donation was made to him: Now the Donation. of the Lands. 


under Confideration, were of old made to the.Popes, on Con- 
dition of Homage and Service to the Emperors. Thus Clement 


XIsh’s, denial to fulfil this Condition, makes him. guilty of the 


fifth Cafe of Ingratitude, as he bas already. prov'd him to be 


guilty of the other four. 
Afe 


er having furnifhed the Emperor with thefe five Arguments, , 


for the Gronnds of his Controverfy with the Pope, he endea- 


vours to prove the Vanity of the Pope’s Cenfires-on this Oc. . 
cafion. All the Arguments he has collefted on this Head are. 


reduc’d to two Propofitions.. The firft is, That the Pope ought 


not to be Judge in his own Caufe: The fecond, That he ought: 


not imploy Spiritual Arms. or the Defenfe of Temporal Rights: 


Thefe two Propofitions are maintain’d by the fame Authorities - 
that are found in feveral. Works on the fame Subjef,. but with 


sore Warmth.and. Vigour.. 
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nerentinss : : an 


Bibliotheca Sacra, feu Syllabus omnium ferme Sacre Scripture 


Editionum €9 Verfionum, fecundum feriem Linguarum quibas 
Vulgate funt, notis Hiftoricis & Criticis Uluftratus, adjunttis 


Praflantiffimis Codd. Mis. Labore & Indaftria Facobi le Long 
Parifini, Congregationis Oratorij D. F. Sacerdotis, & Biblio- 
eheca Domus Parifienfis prefetti. i. e. The fecond Library, 


or a Catalogue almoft of all the Editions and Veriions of the 
Holy Scripture, according to the Order of the Languages in 


which they were publifh'd. To which is added Hiftorical and 


Critical Notes, with a Liftof the beft Manufcripts. By Fa- 


ther /e Long, Prieft of the Oratory, aud Library Keeper of 
the Houfe of Paris. At Paris, in 8vo. 2 Vol. 1. Vol. pag. 


699. 11, Vol, pag. 654, 


¥ HIS isa Work of very great Ufe, and the Fruit of long 
and hard Labour. Qur Author has colle€ted all that be 


could inform himfelf of, with relation to his Sibje& Matter, 
from the Libraries of Paris, and others in Exrope, or from Au- 
thors of good Credit, who have treated on purpofé, or occafio- 
nally, of the different Verfions of the Bible. He might have 
followed the Chronological Order, as did Mrs. Simon and Kor- 
tkolt;, but the infuperable Difficulties in determining the Times 
of certain Verfions, oblig’d him to follow another Method, 
which the diverfity of Languages gave him occafion to think of. 

Thefe Languages of the Verfions are cither Learned or Vulgar 
and according to this Divifion, our Author has form’d his Work 
into two Parts. inthe firit he treats of the Verfions ef the 
Scripture in the learned Languages; and in the fecond of thofe 
which are in the Vulgar. 

This Method has not prevented him, however, frem giving a 


‘Chronological Lift of the Editions of the Bible, in whatever 


Language they were publifh’d, and to tell us what he could dif 
cover of any Certainty from Manuicsipts 
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The firft Part contains four Chapters, where Father le Long 
ives us a Lift of the Polyglot Bibles, of thofe in the Oriental 
SC anneaas, and in Greek and.Latin.... 2. : 
The Polyglott Bibles. So thofe are called, which are at leaft 
in three Languages; of which there are four chief ones: The 
fir(t printed at Alcala, by the Order, and at the Charge, of 
Cardinal Ximenes. Six or feven of the Learnedeft Men in Spain 
were imploy’d in it from 15020 1§27. The'fecond is chat of 
Antwerp, printed by the Order of Philip Ul. King of Spain; of 
which Arias Montonus had the Dire&tion : He was about itfrom 
1569101572. The third is that of the Prefident Ze Fay, who 
was at extraordinary Expence about it, which was never reim- 
burs’d him. Father Morin furnifh’d him with a Latin Verfion of 
the Samaritan Pentateuch, Gabriel Sionite, viith one of the Sy- 
riack and one of Arabick ; Abrabam Ecchellenfis publifh’d only 
the Latin Verfion of the Syriack and Arabick of Ruth. Godfrey 
Hermant, according to M. dz Pia, took care of the Greek Text 
of the Septuagint, and chofe rather to follow the Edition of 
Venice than that of Rome. This great Work was begun in 1628, 
and was not finifh’d till 1645. The fourth Polyglott Bible is 
that of London. D.Walton added to that of Paris, the Tar- 
gum of Ferufalem, that of the Counterfeit Forxathan, the Ethi- 
opian Pfalms, the Pentateuch, and the four Gofpels in the Per- 
fian Language. Edmne Caffel, Alexander Huifs, Samuel Clark, 
and Thomas Hyde, affifted in this Work, which began in 1653, 
and ended in 1657. . ' 
The Hebrew Bibles. Our Author mentions above Fourfcore 
good Hebrew Manufcripts; the ancienteft is dated in 1106, 
The Hebrew Bibles were printed either by the Jews or Chrifti- 
ans. There has been fix Editions of the whole Bible, with the 
Commentaries of fome Rabbys, viz. Five of Venice, in 1518, 
1526, 1568, 1617; and one of Bafe in 1619, The third and 
fourth Edition of Venice is prefer’d before the reft ; that of Bux- 
torf is‘alfo much efteem’d. Next to the Jewifh Editions, thofe 
of Bomberg, of Robert Stephen, Plantin and Leufden, ate in 
greateft Reputation. In Page 106, Line 10, our Author ought 
to read, Pentateuchus Hebreus, €% Hapbtbaroth, cum Commenta- 
710 R. Davidis Kimbbi,; This Rabby having made no Commenta- 
ries on the 5 little Volumes, They have plac’d with the Hebrew 
Fext the Hebtew Samaritan Pentateuch, without any Date. Fa- 
ther fe Long mentions 13 Manufcripts, which have no Date; to 


which 
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which he might have added the Copy kept in the Library of 
Si.Gonevieve. - 

‘The Chaldee Bibles. There are Five Chaldee Paraphrafes, viz. 
Three of the Pentateuch, which are that of Onkelos, that of 
Ferufa'em, and that of the Counterfeit Fonather, and one of 
the :other Books, part of which. is afcribed to Blind Fofeph. 
They are not fo ancient as they are commonly thoughre ;to be ; 
they began to be known by Chriftiaas about the End of the 
Sixth’ Century. 


‘The Syriack Bibles. The Syriack Verfion of the New Tefta- 
Ment, is one of the ancientelt in theChurch. Yet it cannor be 
prov’d that it was done in the time of the Apoftles. As to that 
of the Old Teftament, printed in the Polyglot Bibles of Paris 
and London, it was writ at different times by feveral Authors, 
partly from the Hebrew and partly from the Greek. The firft 
Edition of the Syriaek New Teftament is, that at Vienza, by 
Widmanfiadius, publifhed in 1555. There is juft now publifhd 
a.new One in Holland, by the care of Charles de Schaaf. 


The Samaritan Verfions. We know neither the Time nor the 
Author of the Samaritan Pentateuch. Aboz/faid, who was of 
that Nation, publifhed a Verfion of thefe Books in Aradick. As 
to the Greek of the Samaritaz, our Author is not convinced that 
ever there was any. 


The Arabick Verfions. There arefeveral of them. The chief 
are that of Hareth, the Son of Sexzaz, and that of the famous 
Saadias, of which we have only the Pentateuch, printed at Con- 
ftantinople in 154.6. The Arabick Verfion, which is in the Poly- 
glot Bibles of Paris and London, was done at different times from 
the Syriack and Greek. As for the Edition of Rome in 1671. it 
was revifed according to the vulgar Latin, which made the Eaft- 
ern Nations reje€t it. 

The Ethiopian Verfion. Thisis trom the Greek, and was writ 
after the Council of Nice, by S. Frumence, the Apoitle of Erhi- 
pia. We have only fome parts of the Bible printed in the E- 
thiopian Language. The New Teitament was printed in the 
year 1548. ; 

The Perfian Verfions. They were done lately. * Several of 
them are from the Hebrew, There are two difterest Ones of the 

Gofpel ; 
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{pel , one done from the Syriaék, by a Perfen Chriftian, cal- 
ees. the Son of Jofeph of Tauris, about -1341.  .Thisis 
in the Poliglot Bible of London. The other is from: the Greek, 
was tranflated into Latin by Abraham Whelock, and printed at 
London in 1657. The bare-footed White Friars of Hi/paban, 
have alfo tranflated the Pfalms and New Teftament into this 
Languag® 


The Tarkifh Verfiors. The Baton Fobn Ungrod, as 'M. de 
Thou fays, ‘about 1565. publifhed at his own Expence, :a Tran- 
flation of the Bible in the Turkih Language, and Levin War- 
ner got another done by Ali Beigh, a Polifh Renegado, which is 
kept in the publick Library at Leiden. William Seaman publith- 
ed in-1666. a Turkifh:Verfion of the New Teftament at Loa, 
don. 


The Armenian Verfioas. Some Authors afcribe a Tranflation 
of the Bible into the Armenian Language, to Chryfoftom : Others 
to Mofes the Grammarian, to David the Philofopher, and to one 
Mamprews ; and others afctibe it to Mefcropa or his followers ; 

but thefe Things are not certain. Two Dominicans publifhed an 
Armenian Tranflation of the Scripture about 1366. as Galan fays 
in his Hiftory. There was printed at Amfferdam in 1666. the 
Bible in the Armenian Language, tranflited from the Greeé. 


The Coptick Verfions. We have nothing printed of the 
Bible in the Coprick Language, or ancient Egyptian. This tran- 
flation is ancient, of which there are feveral Manufcripts. It 
has been tranflated from the Greed, and is frequently join’d with 


the Aradick Verfion, becaute the.Jacobite Chriftians who ufe ‘it, 
underftand not the Coprick. ) 


Tbe Malayan, and Chinefe Verfions, The Malayan is the 
Jeain:d Language of the Eaff Indies. Some Proteftant Mini- 
fters have tranflated the four Evangelifts into this Language, 
but Damie/ Browverius has tranflated the whole new Teftament 


into it, and the Jefuirs have tranflated part of the Breviary and 
Romith Miffal. 3 


The Greek Verfions. Several Authors mention a great many 
Cireck Vegfions of the whole Bible, yet there are no ancient ones, 


but 
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but four, of which we have any certainty, and whofe\Authors 
are really known, wz. That commonly called the 70 Interpre- 
ters; that of Aguila; that of Theodofian, and that ot Symma- 
chus. Among others quoted, fome are counterfeir, and {ome are 
Editions only revifed from the Verfion of the Septuagint. Thefé 
different pretended Verfions, fays our Author, have no founda- 
tion but fome miftaken paflages of the Ancients. He mentions 
above 430 Greek Manutcripts of the Old and New Teftament. 


The chief of the Ancient are the Manufcript of the Vatican and. 
of Alexandria. Thofe of the New, are the Manuftripr of » 


Cambridge, which contains the Gofpels ; and thoft of Clermoat 
and Corbie, which contain rhe Epiftles of St. Paw, There are 
Four principal Editions-of the Greek Bible, viz. that of Cardi- 
nal Ximeness that of Venice, commonly called the Edition of 
Alda, tho’ he did not print it ; that of Rome, printed from the 
Manufcript of the Vatican; and that which M. Grabbe lately 
publifhed from the Manuicript of Alexandria, at lea{t as to the 
O€tateuch. As for the Greek New Teftament, it has been pub- 
lithed a great many times, the exaéteft is that of Robert Sre- 
phen of 1550, which M. Mz//, after feveral- others, has printed 
at London in 1707: The firft Book of the Bible printed in 
Greek, is the falter, which Foba Crefton ot Placentia publifh. 
ed in 1481. 


The Vulgar Greek Verftons. Thofe .of the Volgar Gree® are 
added to the Greek Bibles. ‘Phe Pentateuch tranflired into this 


Language by the ‘Fews, was printed at Conffantinople in 1546, | 


with other Verfions. We have alfo in this Language the Book 
of Fob tranflated by.a Few, and that of the New Teftament, 
done by Maximus Marquinius a Greek Monk, printed at Geneva, 


at the Expence of the States General. This Verfion was lately 
reprinted in England. 


LheLatin Verftons,. We have fcarce any Thing of the anci- 
ent vulgar or Italick Verfion, of which that of St. Feren took 
place. The ancienteft Manufcript of this laft Verfion, is that 
of the Prefident de. Mefme. ’Twas writ in the end of the 8th 
Century. Father /e Long mentions above 130 other Letin Ma- 


nufcripts, which have for moft part fomething particular. The . 
firft Bible printed is certainly that of Ments, in 1462. Sinee.. 


that time these has been a great many Editions. Thofe of Car- 


dingt.. 
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dinal Ximenes, of Robert Stephen, and the Doétoss of Louvain, 
were the moft confiderable, before that of Sixtus V. which was 
fuppreffed about 2 Years after, 7 ¢.in 1592, This was when 
Clement VIII. printed the Latin Bible at Rome, which is taker 
by all Papifts for the true Edition of the Vulgar Bible. ! 


The New Latin Verfions. Several of them ate tranflated from 
the Hebrew, The chief are thofe of Pagnin, Munlter, Zu- 
vich, Chateillon, Funius, Tremellius, Malvenda; and Schmide. 
We reckon from 1515 to this time, above 25 different Latin 
Verfions of the Hobrew Pfalms, and above ten new Latin, Tran- 
flations of the Greek New Teftament. Atthe End of the firft 
Volume, there are other Latin Verfions done from the Oriental 


Languages. 
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Origines Ecclefiaftice: Or, The Antiquities of the Chriftsan Church. 
Vol. 2.. Giving an Account, 1. Of the Inferior Orders of the Ancient 
Clergy Jk. Of the Manner of their Elzétsons and Ordinations, and the 
particular Qualifications of fiuch as were to be ordam'd. Ill. Of their 
Privileges, Immunities, and Revenues. IV. Of the feveral Laws rela: 
ting to thesr Employment, Life and Converfation. By Jofeph Bingham, 
Reétor of Headborn-Worthy, and sometime Fellow of Univertity- 
College in Oxford. London, Printed for Robert Knaplock ae the 
Bifhop’s Head in Se. Paul’sChurch-yard, 1709. 8vo. p. 434 


N Account was given of the former Volume of this Work in 
the Menth of Fanuary, 1708. to which the Reader mutt have 
recourfe for our Author’s General Defign, and for what he fays con- 
cerning the Superior Orders in the Primitive Church He begins 
this Volume with the Hiftory of. the Inferior Orders of the Clergy ; 
and then proceeds to treat of the Manner of their Eleftions, Ordina- 
tions, &c. I fhall endeavour to give the Reader a General View of 
this prefent Volume in as fhort a Compafs as I can, and leave him to 
have recourfe to the Book it felf for full and particular Satisfa@tion ; 
obferving, before | proceed, that each Head in the Title makes a di- 
ftin€&t Book in this Second Volume, reckon’d in Number after thole 
which made up the Firft Volume. 


As to the Inferior Orders of the Clergy in General, Mr. Bingham 
begins this Book with proving, again{t Baronius and the Council of 
Trent, That they were not of Apoftolical, but Eccleliaftical Inftitu- 
tion: And whereas the Romifh Church pretends to determine thefe 
Orders to be Five in Number, he fhews that in the Ancient Church 
there was no fuch Rule, but that fome Accounts fpeak of more than 
Five ; as the Pfeudo-Ignatius, in his Epiftle to the People of Antioch, of 
Six, without Acolythifts ; others of le{s, as the Author of the Clemen- 
tine Conititutions, who counts only Four, &c. The Reafon of which 
Difference he fays muft needs be this ; That there was no certain 
Rule left originally about any fuch Orders, but every Church inititu- 
ted ’em for her felf at fuch Times and in fuch Numbers as her own 


Neceffities feem'd to require. ‘Thefe Inferior Orders, our Author 
E obferves, 
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obferves, were a fort of Nurfery for the Hierarchy 5 being not al 
low'd to forfake their Service, and return to a meer Secular Life 
again: And he concludes this Chapter with fhewing how they dil- 
fer'd from the Supetior Orders in Name, in Office, and in Manner 


of Ordination. 


The feveral forts of Church-Officers our Author gives us the Hi- 
itory of, in the F irft Book of this Volume, are as follow, viz. Sub- 
deacons, Acolythifts, Exorcifts, Leétorsy Oftiarsi, Pfalmift.e or Singers, Co- 
piate dr Foffarit, Parabolani, Catechefls, Ecclefiecdici © Defenjores or Syn- 
dics of the Church, Oeconoms: Upon each of which he bellows a par- 
ticular Chapter, giving an Account of their Inftitution, Offices, Se. 
And he concludes the Firft Book of this Volume ( being the Third 
in the Order of the whole) with a Chapter containing the Hifory of 
fome other Inferior Officers in the Church ; as the Manfionarss, Cuftcdes 
Ecclefiarum, Sceuophylaces or Ceimeliarche, Hermeneute, Notaru, &c. [| 
fhall give a {hort Account of the Offices, &e. of two or three of the 
moft noted of thefe Inferior Orders, from Mr. Bingham’s Hiltory of 
them, and leave my Reader ro take a particular Account of the reft 
from the Book it felf. 

And firft he tells us, That the Office of 3 Sub-deacon was to Gt and 
prepare the Sacred Veffels and Utenfils of ‘the Alrar, and to deliver 
them to the Deacon in the Time of Divine Service: Not that they 
were allow’d to minifier as Deacons at the Altar, no, nor { much as 
to come within the Rails of it to feta Patin, or Cup, or the Oblatiors 
of the People thereon 3 tho’ this is:now their Office in the Church of 
Rome. He oblerves farther, That another of their Othces was to at 
tend the Doors of the Church, during che Communion Service ; and 
another to go on the Bifhop’s Embaifies, with his Letters or Meflages 
to Foreign Churches. As to the Cuftom of the Church of Rome, ic 
keeping to the precife Number of Seven Sib-deacons, our Author fays 
they are fingular in it; and fhews, from one of Fujfinian’s Novels, 
that in the great Church of Conjtantinople, and Three !effer that be- 
long’d to it, there were Ninety Sub-deacons. The Firft time we hear 
of the Inftitution of this Order, Mr. Bingham tells us, is in the mid- 
dle of the Third Century, in the Times of Cyprian and Cornelius, who 
both {peak of Sub-deacons as fetel’d inthe Church in their Time. Our 
Author obferves farther of ’em, that their Ordination was perform’d 
Without Impofition of Hands in the Latin Church: and gives an Ace 
count of the Offices which they might not perform; as, the Mini- 

firation 
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ftration of the Bread and Wine to the People at the Lord’s Table 
Bidding of the Prayers in the Church, &c. 


To pafs by the Acolythifts; only obferving, from our Author, that 
they were an Order peculiar to the Lats Church, and never mention’¢ 


by any Greek Writer for Four Centuries; having their Name either 
from hence, becaufe it was part of their Office to accompany and ar- 
tend the Bifhop whitherfoever he went, @c. or from their being 
oblig’d to wait at Funerals in the Company of the Canonice and A(cc 
tric, with whom they are join’d in one of Fuffinian’s Novels = Mr. Bisy- 
bam has a pretty large Chapter upon Exorci#s. In the Beginning o: 
which, he fays, That there is nothing more certain than that in the 
Apoftolick Age, and the next following, the Power of exoresfing, or 
cafting-out Devils, was a miraculous Gift of the Holy Ghott 5 nor 
confin’d to the Clergy, much lefs to any fingle Order among themi, 
but given to other Chriftians alfo, as many other Spiritual Gifts wer: 
This he proves from Origen, Socrates, Tertullian, &c. and after this 
fhews, that Bifhops and Presbyters, for the Three Firlt Centurie:, 
were in all Probability the ufual Exorests of the Church; and that 
there was not a peculiar Order of Evercifts fet up “till after the extra- 
ordinary and miraculous Power ceas’d, which happen’d by Degrees . 
So that it was not eftablifh’d in the Church ’till the Latter-end of the 
Third Century. After this our Author treats of their Ordination 
and Office, which is thus defcrib’d by the Fourth Council of Carthaze. 
*¢ When an Exorcif? is ordain’d, he fhall receive at the Hands of the 
*¢ Bifhop a Book, wherein the Forms of Exorcifing are written ; the 
“ Bifhop faying, Recesve thou thefe, and commit them to Memory : and 
“ have thou Power to lay Hands upon the Energumens, whither they be 
“ baptizd, or only Catechumens.” Our Author gives a fhort Accoun: 
of the Emergumens, their Names, and Stations in the Church; of the 
Care the Exorefts were to take of "em ; and of the Duty of Exo. 
cifts, in reference to the Catechumens: For which the Reader mutt bx 
referr’d to the Book it felf. 


After this follows a Chapter upon the Leétors, or Readers; another 
upon the Ofiaris, or Door-keepers: And thefe laft makeup the Five 
Inferior Orders, which the Church of Rome has fingled out from th 
re{t, and, without any Reafon, ftampd with the Authority and Cha- 
racter of Apottolical Inftitution ; whilft yet fhe takes no Notice o! 
fome others which have as good Pretence ro Antiquity, and to be ftil'd 
diftin& Clerical Orders as’ moft of the former. Among thefe ou: 

E 2 Author 
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Author reckons the Pfahmifts, the Copiate, and the Parabolini of the 
Primitive Church ; upon each of which he has a diftinét Chapter, 
And (to pafs by the other here) he fays of the Parabolani, That they 
were deputed to attend upon the Sick, and to take care of their Bo- 
dies in the Time of their Weaknefs: That at Alexandria, in particu- 
lar, they were incorporated into a Society, to the Number of Five 
or Six Hundred, to be chofen at the Difcretion of the Bifhop of the 
Place out of any fort of Men, except the Honorati and Curiales, who 
were ty’d to ferve in the Civil Offices of their Country, and therefore 
were not allow’d to enter themfelves into any Ecciefiaftical Service. 
He fays farther of thefe Parabolami, That they were under the Go- 
vernment and Direction of the Bifhop. At what Time this Order 
began, Mr. Bingham fays, we can’t certainly determine ; the firft No- 
tice’ we have of it being in the Laws of Theodofius Junior, Anno 4.15, 
where it is not fpoken of as newly inftituted, but as fettled in the 
Church before: And-he fays, it might probably be inftituted about 
the fame Time as the Copiate were under Conftantine 5 when fome cha- 
ritable Offices, which were only voluntarily praétis’d by Chriftians be- 
fore, as every one’s Piety inclin’d him, were now turn’d into ftanding 
Offices, and fertled upon a peculiar Order of Men particularly devo- 
ted ro fuch Services. I fhall only obferve farther from our Author 
upon this Subject, That he derives the Name of this Order of Men, 
with Duarenus and Gothofred, from their undertaking wagaBoaov pyoy, 
a moft dangerous and hazardous Office, in attending the Sick, efpe= 
cially in Infectious and Peftilential Difeafes. 


Mr. Bingham comes next to treat of fuch Offices as did not require 
a Man to be of any one diftinét Order, but might be perform’d by 
Perfons of any Order, viz. The Catechit; whole Office it was to in- 
ftruct the Catecheumens in the Firlt Principles of Religion, thereby to 
prepare them for the Reception of Baptifm. This Office, our Author 
fhews, was fometimes done by the Bifhop himfelf, fometimes by 
Presbyters and Deacons, and fometimes by Perfons chofen out of the 
{nferior Orders. 


Next he treats of the Ecclefieedici and Defewfores, or Syndics of the 
Church: Mr. Bingham fhews, That of thefe there were Five forts ; 
‘Two whereof only belong’d to the Church, whofe Butinefs it was to 
follicit the Caufe of the Church, or any tingle Ecclefiaftick, when 
they were injur’d or opprefsd, and had Occalion for Redrefs in a Ci» 
vil Court ; or ,if they were not remedied there, to addrefs. the Empe- 
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rors themfelves, in the Name of the Church, to procure a particular 
Precept in her Favour. Our Author afferts, with Morinus and Gotho- 
fred, That thefe Defenfores were at frft generally chofen out of the 
Clergy, till, for fome particular Reafons, it was thought moft proper 
to have Advocates at Law to difcharye this Office in the dfiican 
Churches, €c. After this he proceeds to fhew, That the tx uxoe 
and éxuangmduxer, among the Grecks, were the fame with the Defen- 
fors of the Latin Church; and that the Chancellors and Defenfirs were 
not the fame in the Primitive Church, &c. 


Of the Oeconomus he fays, That they were inituted in the Fourth 
Century: Their Office being to manage the Revenue uf the whole 
Diocefe, uuder the Infpection of the Bifhop; the whole Revenue of 
the Church being entrufted anciently in the Hands of the Bifhop, to 
be divided among, the Clergy and Poor of the Church by his Dire- 
étin and Appointment. In the Management of this Affair, Mr. Bing- 
ham obferves, That at firft the Bifhop made ufe of his Arch-deacon, 
as a proper Affiftant, to eafe himfelf of the great Burthen and Incum- 
brance of it; but upon the general Converfion of Heathens, and the 
confequent Augmentation of every Diocefe and Church-Revenues, 
both the Bifhop and Arch-deacon had Bulinefs enough of another 
Nature to take up the greateft Part of their Time ; and then it was 
tound neceffary to in{titute Officers on purpofe, and fet them over this 
Affair, under the Name of Qeconomi, or Stewards of the Church. 
Thefe Oeconomi, Mr. Bingham tells us, were always to be chofen out 
of the Clergy; and he obferves farther, That the Confent of the 
Clergy was requir’d in the Choice of them. 


The General Subject of the Second Book of this Volume, is the 
Flections and Ordinations of the Clergy, and the particular Qualih- 
cations of fuch as are to be ordain’d. And Mr. Bingham reckons up 
Four feveral Ways of defigning Perfons for the Minifiry : Fut, By 
cafting Lots; as in the Cafe of the Defignation of Matthias to the 
Apoftlethip. Secondly, By making Choice of the Firft- fruits of the 
Gentile Converts: For thefe (he obferves) expreffing a greater Zea! 
than others, by their Readinefs and Forwardnefs to embrace the 
Gofpel, were generally pitch’d upon by the Apoftles as beit qualified 
for propagating the Chriftian Religion in the World. Thirdly, By 
particular Dire¢tion of the Holy Ghoft ; as Timothy was chofen and 
ordain’'d according to the Prophecies that went before of him, 1 Tim 
1.18. whence his Ordination is alfo call’d the Gift that was given him 
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by Prophecy, 1 Tim. 4. 14. In regard to which, the ancient Inter- 
Dat Clean and Senders fays, he had not any humane Vocation, 
but was chofenby divine Revelation, and ordain’d by the direction of .- 
the Spirit: And, Fourthly, by common Suffrage and Election of the 
Church ; which, Mr. Bingham tells us, was done in fo accurate and 
highly approv’d a Method that one of the Roman Emperors,( Alexander 
Severus by Name) tho’ a Heathen, thought fit to give a great Cha- 
racter and Encomium of it, and to propofe it to himfelf as an Example 
proper to be imitated in the-defignation and choice of Civil Officers 


tor the Service of the Empire. 


After this our Author proceeds to a more particular Account of the 
ancient Method and Manner of the Elections of the Clergy; giving 
us the different Opinions of the Learned Men, concerning the Peo- 
ple’s Power anciently in Elections ; an/ fhewingus afterwards, that 
the Power of the l’eopie was equal to that of the Inferior Clergy 
in the Election of a Bifhop; proving, that this Power was not barely 
Teftimonial, but Judicial and Elective: Of this Power he brings fe- 
veral Evidences from fome amcient Rules and Cuftoms of the: hurch , 
As, Fir, That no Bifhop was to be obtruded on an Orthodox Peo« 
ple, without their Confent. Secondly, He confirms this farther from 
Examples of the Bifhop’s complying with the Voice of the People a- 
gaint their own Inclination. Thirdly, From the manner of the Peo- 
ples voting at Eleétions, Fourthly, From the Ufe and Office of Inter- 
ventors. Fifthly, From the Cuftom of the Peoples taking Perfons and 
having them Ordaind by Force. Sixehly, From the Title of Fathers, , 
which fome Bifhops upon this Account (by way of Complimenr) gave 
totheir People. And after this he proceeds to enquire what Power 
the People had in the Defignation of Presbyters, and whether the 
Council of Nice made any Alteration in thefe Matters. He produces 
next fome Exceptions to the general Rule of the Power of the Peo- 
ple in Elections 5 zz. 


Firft, In cafe the greateft part of the Church were Hereticks or 
Schifmaticks. 


Secondly, In cafe of Ordaining Bifhops to far diftant Places, or bar- 
barous Nations. 


_ Thirdly, In cafe an Interventor, or any other Bifhop intruded himfelf 
into any See, without the confent of a Provincial Synod. 


Fourthly, 
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Fourthly, In cafe of Factions and Divifions among the People. 


Fifthly, As the Emperors fometimes interpos’d their Authority to 
prevent Tumults in thefe Cafes. 


Sixthly, As the People were fometimes reftrain'd to the choice of 
One out of Three, which were nominated by the Bifhops. And, 


Lafily, As by Fuftinian’s Laws, the Ele€tions were confin’d to the 
Optimates, and the inferior People were wholly excluded. 


Mr. Bingham concludes this excellent Chapter with an Examinati- 
on how and when Princes and Patrons came to have the chief Power 
of Elections, &c, But 1 can’t tranfcribe what he fays upon this, or any 


of thefe Subjects to this place, but muft refer my Reader to the Bcok 
it felf for particular Satisfaction. 


Mr. Bingham proceeds to treat of the Examination and Qualificati- 
ons of Perfons to be Ordain’d to any Office of the Clergy in the Pri- 
mitive Church ; and here he tells usin general, that ‘Three Enquieries 
us'd to be made about Perfons to be Ordain’d 5 refpecting, First, their 
Faith ; Secondly, their Morals; and, Thirdly, their outward Quality 
and Condition: The trial of their Faith and Orthodoxy, our Author 
tells us, was made Three ways, ez. By obliging the Electors to give 
in their publick ‘Teftimony of them ; by obliging the Perfons Elected 
to anfwer to certain Interrogatories, or Queftions of Doctrine that 
were put to them ; and by making them fubfcribe a body of Articles, 
or confeffion of Faith, at the time of their Ordination. As to the Se- 
cond Head, Mr. Bingham tells us, that a flrict Enquiry was made 
into the Morals of fuch as were tobe Ordain’d; for which Reafon, no 
Stranger cou’d be Ordain’d in a foreign Church, nor any one who 
had done publick Pennance; no Murtherer, Adulterer, nor any who 
had laps'd in times of Perfecution ; no Ufurer, or Seditious Perfor, nor 
one who had voluntarily difmember’d his own Body: But he obferves 
of all, or any of thefe Impediments, that Men were only accountable 
for Crimes committed after Baptifm, as to what concern’d Ordinati- 
on, except any great irregularity happen’d in their Baptifi it felf, ae 
in the cafe of Clinick and Heretical Bapts(m. 


As to the Third Head, viz. The Qualifications of Perfons to be 
Ordain’d, refpecting their outward State and Condition in the World; 
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our Author fhews in a particular Chapter upon this Subject, That no 
Soldier was to be Ordain’d, nor any Slave or Freed-man, without the 
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ik Confent of his Patron ; no Member of a Civil Company or Society 
it of Tradefmen, who were ty'd to the Service of the Common- wealth, 
fi nor any of the Curiales or Decuriones of the Roman Government, @e, 
Hi And thenhe proceeds, in another Ghapter, to enquire what the Anci- 


ents meant by Digamy, which, after the Apoftle, they always reckon- 
ed an Objection againft a Man’s Ordination ; and whether any Vow 

of perpetual Celibacy was exacted of the Ancient Clergy when they 
were admitted to the Orders of the Church. Our Author concludes 
this Second Book of this Volume with a Ghapter on the Ordinations 
of the Primitive Clergy, and the Laws and Cuftoms generally obfer- 
ved therein ; and with another, in which heconfiders the Café of 
forc’d Ordinations ‘and Re-ordinatidns: But the Reader muft be re- 
ferr'd tothe Book 1 am giving him a brief Account of, for what he 


offers upon thefe Subjects. 





Mr. Bingham’s Third Book of this Volume treats in General of the 
Privileges, Immunities and: Revenues of the Clergy in the Primitive 
Church. In Particular, in the Firft Place, he fhews fome Inftances 
of Refpeét which they paid: mutually to one another ; as that they 
were oblig’d to give Entertainment to their Brethren travelling upon 
neceflary Occafions, and to compliment them wich the honorary Privi- 
lege of contecrating the Ewcharsf in the Church ; that they were ob- 
lig’d to-end all their own Controverliés among themfelves, Ge. After 
this he proceeds to fhew feveral inftancts of Refpect fhewed them by 
the Civil Government ; as that Bifhops were not to be call'd into any 
Secular Court to give their Teftimony, nor to give any Teftimony 
upon Oath ; that Presbyters were privileg d againft being queftion'd 
: by Torture, as other Witnefles were ; that the Clergy in General 
| were exémpt from the ordinary Cognizance of the Secular Courts in 
ill Ecclefiaftical Caufes: This laft Mr. Bsngham proves from the Laws 
of Conftantius, Valentinian, Gratian, Theodofius, Arcadius and Fonorius, 
Valentinian the Third and Fuftinian. He fhews farther, that tho’ the 
Clergy were not exempt in the greater, yet they were inthe lefs Cri- 

minal Caufes, &c. 


He proceedsnext to treat of the Immunities of the Clergy in refe- 
rence to Taxes, and Civil Offices, and other burdenfome Employ- 
ments in the Roman Empire ; and fhews in particular that they plead- 


“dno Hivine Rightto exempt themfelves from Taxes, but that not- 
With- 
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withftanding this they were generally excus’d from Perfonal Taxes or 
Head-money, tho’ not for their Lands and Poffeffions : And as to their 
Lands, he fhews, that they lay liable to fuch Burthens as they were 
ty’d to before their Donation. Next he fhews, that the Clergy were 
exempt from feveral particular forts of Taxes, Tributesand Impotts, 
and from all Civil Perfonal Offices, from fordid Offices both Predial 
and Perfonal, from Curial or Municipal Offices, €&c. 


Next comes a Chapter concerning the Revenues of the Ancient 
Clergy ; where our Author fhews feveral ways of providing a Fund 


‘for their Maintenance: As, Firft, by Oblations, fome of which 


were Weekly, and others Monthly ; Secondly, By Revenues arifing 
from the Lands and Pofleffions of the Church, which. tho they were 
but fmall at firft, were very much augmented by the Laws of Conjian- — 
tin, whofe Laws were confirm’d by the fucceeding Emperors; our 
Author fhews, Thirdly, That another Part of Church Revenues was 
rais'd by Allowance out of the Emperor’s Exchequer 5 Fourth/y, That 
the Eftates of Martyrs and Confeffors dying without Heirs, were 
fettled upon the Church by Conftantin ; Fifthly, That the Effates of 
Clergymen dying without Heirs and Will were fetrled in like manner ; 
Sixthly, That Heathen Temples and Revenues were fometimes given 
to the Church ; Seventhly, That Heretical Conventicles, and their 
Revenues, were difpes’d of after the fame manner: And, Exghelly, 
That the Eftates of Clerks deferting the Church, were forfeited to 
the Church. And after this he proceeds to fhew, That no difteputa- 
ble Ways of augmenting Church Revenues were encourag’d ; in par- 
ticular, That Fathers were not to difinhcrit their Children, to make 
the Church their Heirs ; and that nothing was to be demanded for 
Adminiftring the Sacraments of the Church, or for Confecrating 
Churches, or Interrment of the Dead. 


He concludes this Chapter with a Section, in which he fhews 
That the Oblations of the People were anciently one of the moil va- 
luable Parts of Church Revenues: But I can’t be particular in what 
he fays vpon this or any of thefe Heads, but muft leave my Reader 
to confult the Book it felf, if he defircs a full Account .of what our 
Author advances upon all or any of thefe entertaining and ufeful 
Subjects. 
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After this our Author gives usa Chapter upon Tythes and Firft-fruits 
in particular; and of T’ythes, he obferves, that it is generally agreed by 
Learned Men that the Ancients accounted them due by Divine Right ; 
and that tho’ Bellarmin, Rivet and Mr. Selden place them upon ano- 
ther Foot, yet our Learned Bifhop dudrews and Bilhop Carleton who 






























4 writ before Mr. Selden, and Montague and Tile/ly, who an{wer'd him, 
with feveral later Authors upon this Subject, have clearly prov’d that 
t the Ancients believ’d the Law about Tythes not to be merely a Cere- 


monial or Political Command, but of Moral and Perpetual Obligatt- 
on. Astothe Reafons why they were not exacted in the Apoftolical 
Age, and thofe that immediately fcllow’d, Mr. Bingham has alledg’d 
feveral, which be looks upon as very fatisfactory, from Bifhop Carle- 
ton; wiz Firft, That Tythes were paid tothe Priefts and Levites in 
the Time of Chrift and his Apoltles, andthe Synagogue mutt firft be 
hury’d before thefe things cou’d be orderly brought into ufe in the 
Church: Secondly, That inthe Times of the New Teftament, and fome- 
what after, there was an extraordinary Maintenance by a Community 
of all things which fupply’d the Want of ‘Tythes; but this Commu- 
nity was Extraordinary, and not to ialt always. Tisrdy, That the 
Ufe of paying ‘Tythes, as the Church then {tood, was to incommodi- 
ous and cumberfome that it cou'd not well be praciis'd: To which our 
Author adds a Fou th Reafon, made ufe ot by Bilhop Fe in his Notes 
oan St. Cyprian, thar the Tythes of Fruits were not {0 early paid to 
Chriftian Prielts, becaufe the Inhabitants of the Country were the 
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lateft Converts; whence alfothe Name of Pagans ttuck by the Heae 
\ thens, becaufe the greatelt Relicks of ’em were in Country Villages, 

} 

He proceeds next to fhew, that the general Opinion is, That 
Tythes rft began to be generally fett!’d upon the Church in the 
Fourth Century, when Magiftrates began to favour the Church, and 
the World was generally converted from Heathenifm ; and concludes 
this Chapter with a Section upon the Original of Firit-fruits, and the 
t Manner of offering them ; and this Third Book of this Volume, with 


a Chapter upon the Management and Diltribution of the Revenues — 
of the ancient Clergy: Where he fhews at large, That the Revenues 
of the whole Diocefe were anciently ia the Hands of the Bifhop, and 
that he di{tributed “em among the Clergy. He fhews next by what 
Rules the Divilion of the Church Revenues was made ; That in fome 
Churches the Clergy liv’d all in common ; that Alterations were made 
in thefe Matters by the Endowment of Parochial Churches ; and that 
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no Alienations were to be made of Church Revenues, or Goods, but 
upon extraordinary Occafions, and then with the joint Confent of the 
Bifhop and his Clergy, with the Approbation of the Metropolitan or 
fome Provincial Bifhop. But the Particulars which he advances un- 
der any of thefe Heads I can’t tranicribe, but mutt refer my Reader 
for ’em to the Book it felf. 


In the laft Book of this Volume Mr. Bingham gives an Account of 
feveral Laws and Rules relating to the Employment, Life, and Con- 
verfation of the Primitive Clergy ; and thefe Rules, he tells us, were 
in general fo excellent, that they had the Atteftationand Envy of the 
very Heathens. The Character of the Clergy who conform ’d te 
thefe Rules, he gives us from ancient Chriftian Writers, which is 
very beauti‘ul and lively, and it were to be wilh'd that Body of Men 
had kept up to it thra’ all the Ages of the Church. 


As to the Laws relating to the Life and Converfation of the Pri- 
mitive Clergy, Mr. Bingham obferves, That Exemplary Purity was 
requird in them above other Men; that Church Cenfures were more 
fevere again{t them than any others. He fhews next what Crimes 
were punifh’d with Degradation, viz. Theft, Murther, Perjury, Lap- 
fing in Time of Perfecution, Drinking and Gaming, negociating 
upon Ufury, &c. He is large in enquiring into the Nature of this 
laft Crime, which was made Degradation by a Canon of the Coun- 
cil of Nice, which our Author repeats ; and was alfy cenfur d by the 
Apoftolical Canons, the Council of Elibera, the Firft and Second of 
Arles, the Firft and Third of Carthage, the Council of Laodicea, and 
Truo, &c. After having ftated the Narure of this Crime, he takes 
Notice of the Hofpirality of the Clergy, and of their Frugality and 
Contempt: of the World, and then enquires whether the C'ergy 
were anciently oblig’d by any Law to pate with their Temporal Pof- 
feflions, and proceeds upon feveral other ufeful Particulars. 


In the ‘Third Chapter of this laft Book our Author treats of I.aw 
more particularly relating to the Exercifes of the Duties and Ol'1ces o! 
their Funciion, and fhews, What the Clergy were oblig’d to lead a 
ftudious Life, and that no Pleas were allow’d ’ 
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for the contrary ; that they were chiefly to direct their Studics to- 
wards the underftanding cf the Holy Scriptures, and to read the 
Approved Writers and Canons of the Church. He fhews next how 
tar the Study of Heathen or Heretical Books was allow'd ; and then 
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Procceds to take Notice of the Clergies Piety and Devotion in their 
Publick Addrefles to God,’ and. of the. Cenfure of fuch as negle&ted 
the daily Service of the Church; of the Rules about Preaching to 
Edification, and feveral other Particulars. The Rules» relating to 
ufeful Preaching he gives us are, Firft, That the Preacher be careful 
to make choice of an ufeful Subject : Secondly, That he treat it in’a 
fuitable way ; not with too much Art or Loftinefs of Stile, but with 
great Condefcenfion to Mens Capacities, who mult be fed with the 
Word as they are able to bear it: Thirdly, That he apply his Do- 
€trine and Spiritual Medicines according to the emergent and moft 
urgent Neceffities of his Hearers. 


In the Fourth Chapter Mr. Bingham gives an Account of fome 
other Laws and Rules, which were a fort of Out-guards and Fences 
to the former ; as, That no Clergyman was.allow’d to defert’ or ree 
linquifh his Station, without juft Grounds and Leave ; That no Cler= 
gyman fhou’d remove from one Diocefe to another, without the Con- 
fent and Letters Dimiffory of his own Bifhop, ec. And in the Fifth 
and laft he has fome Reflections upon his foregoing Difcourfe, and 
concludes with an Addrefs to the Clergy of the prefent Church. I 
have not room totranfcribe any of the very ufeful Particulars which 
he advances into this Place, but muft fend my Reader for’em to the 
Book it felf, which I have hitherto been. endeavouring to give him. 
fome Notion of. | 
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An Anfwer to fome things contain’a in Dr. Hicks Chriftian Priefthood 
afjerted ; and, in bu Preface, concerning the Chriftian Sacrihice. Where- 
in fome Notice # taken of what B:fbop Bull, Dr. Grabe and Mr. Mede 
have faid on that Subje. As alfo fome Remarks on Dr. Cudworth's true 
Notion of the Sacrament, with an Anfwer to what Dr. Hicks has {aid a- 
gainft it. By a Presbyter of the Church of England London: 
Printed for James Round az the Seneca’s Head in Exchange Alley, 
1709: 8vo. p. 216. 


N the Preface to this Piece the Author tells us, that he is apt to 
think that the Reafon why no Body hath before now given any 
Anfwer to fome things advane d by Dr. Hicks in his Anfwer to the Book 
call’d, The Rights of the Chriftian Church, &c. and in his Chriftian Prief- 
hoed afferted, is. becaufe every one is loath to engage in any thing that 
may look like an Approbation of fo bad a Book. And whether it 
was the Dostor’s Zeal for the Honour of the Priefthood, or for the 
propagating ot the Dodétrine of a Material Sacrifice, that made him, 
in bis Anfwer to that Book, infift upon a Notion that was not at all 
neceflary, but rather difadvantageous to the Defence of his Caufe, is 
what our Author leaves in Sufpence. 


This, he fays, is certain, That the Notion the Doétor defends, of 
the Bread and W ine in the Sacrament, being the Great Chriftian Sacri- 
fice, has not the leait Countenance from the Doétrine of the Church 
of England ever | nce the Reformation. nor from any thing even in the 
Firft Liturgy of King Edward V1. which the Doétor fo often refers 
to: And the premoting it, he obferves, may be of ill Confequence at 
this Time, when (if we may believe the Accounts from fome Parts of 
the Kingdom) there are more perverted to the Romifh Religion than 
were even in the Times of King James 1]. For, continueshe, how- 
ever innocert the Opinion may be in it felf, yet it will be no great 
Wonder if weak and unwary People diflinguifh as little in this as chey 
do in other things, and whenthey fird {ome Learned and Pious Gen- 
tlemen in cfle&t accufing the Church of England, as, ever | nce the 
firft Reformati-n of King Edward V1. plainly deviating from the An- 
cient Church ; and when ihe Church of Kome fo boldly ater ome 
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Sacrifice of the MaG to be of great Antiquity ; if they be found fo 
weak as to think our renouncing the Sacrifice of the Mafs a Deviation 
from the Ancient Church, as wellas (according to thefe Gentlemen) 
our not retaining this pretended true and proper Sacrifice of Bread and 
Wine in the Sacrament. 


Some of thefe Gentlemen, our Author obferves, feem to be mighti- 
ly afraid of any the leaft Alterations in our Liturgy that may tend to 
the ftrengthening of the Church of England, by bringing in fome of 
thof Diflenters that havea better Opinion of ic than others: And he 
wifhes they would be fo {crupulous as to any other Alterations; bur 
oblerves that he who will attentively read Dr. Hicks’s Citations out of 
Popifh Authors, and particularly his Notes out of feveral Popith and 
other Books upon King Edward’s and the Scoti(b Liturgy, may fufpect 
that he is not very averfe to fome Alterations in our prefent Ettablith- 
ment. He asks, Did Dr. Hicks never know ’tiil now that Mr. Mede 
had written a Learned Difcourfe of the Chriftian Sacrifice? Or what 
can be the Reafon he hath been fo long filent, and never told the 
Church how corrupt fhe hath been in her Notion of the Sacrament? 
He concludes that there muft be fomething more than ordinary in the 
Matter that they fhou’d jut now appear fo zealous for their Chriftian 
Sacrifice, which, notwith{tanding Mr. Mede's Learned Difcourfe, writ 
fo long ago, hath been neglected, and gaind no Ground in the 
Church. 


Our Author is apt to think, that fome of thefe Gentlemen may be 
joge’d on their Elbow by fome cunning People, who know that fome- 
times Names may do more than Toings ; and that good ufé may be 
made of this Notion, to make fome prejudic’d People believe that the 
Church has gone a little too far in her Reformation, and mult come 
nearer to Popery before fhe come to the Truth. And when he {ees 
Dr. Hicks himfelf in fome Places talking at this Rate, asif he cou’d 
not well diftinguifh between his Sacrsfice of Bread and Wine and the 
Sacrifice of the Mats, or at leaft approving fuch Difcourfe as borders 
upon it; he tellsus he can't wonder if a great many that can’t pre- 
tend to the Dodtor’s Learning and Judgment, and who labour uader 
as great Prejudices as,himfelf, efpecially when they are to deal with a 
fubtle Emiflary, fhou'd not be able todo it. He continues to fay, 
That he will not be pofitive whether there be any thing in what he 
now fuggelts, granting that his Zeal for the Church may make him a 
‘ite too jealous and fufpicious in this Cafe; but fomething, he tells us, 


(what 
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(what it is be can’t abfolutely fay) there muft be, which makes ’em 
fo indufirious at this Juncture in promotingthe Belief of this Do**rine. 


He proceeds to obferve, That there are Three Things, be de: 
fome few Texts of Scripture, which the Doctor feems to rurf® too 
much upon in this Difcourfe: Fixft, The Necetfiry ot a true and pro- 

er Sacrince tothe Being of Religion; Secondly, The commion and 
promifcuous Ufe both as to the Name and Thing, of Altar and Ta- 
ble, in the Fewiflo and Heathen Sacrifices; And, Thirdly, The Antiquity 
of the Chriftian Sacrince, 2nd how agreeable it is to the Notions of 
the Fathers andthe Primitive Church. The Fir/t of thefe, our Au- 
thor tellsus, the Doctor does not difcufs,; but he fays one may plainly 
fee, by feveral Paflages of his Book, that he is of this Opinion, that 
a Material Sacrifice is neceflary to the Being of Religion, and that to 
offer fuch a Sacrifice isan A€t of Natural Religion. Of this Opini- 
onalfohe fhews us Belarmin was,and that he prov’dit by Three Argu- 
ments, viz. Fit, That Men of all Religions, whether true or falfe, 
have usd Sacrifices, and coniequently that what is fo general and uni- 
verfal, mut be fupposd to come from the Inftin&t and Light of Na- 
ture, and to bea kind of brit Principle implanted in us by God him 
felf. Secondly, “What Sacrince and Religion began and ended together 
And, Thirdly, that inafmauch as Sacrifice, properly {0 called, isa Wor- 
fhip, by the Confent of a'l, due only to God, therefore there can bi 
no Religion without a Sacrifice, properly fo caii'd; as he dues not 
worthip God, but rather difh: nours him, who does not give him that 
Werfhip that is due tohim alone, @c. Our Author anfwers thefe 


oi steams tle ane arcre:e Ana. reere. > a @ 
Three Arguments ciliinctly and at large: Andas to the Dotctor’s Se- 
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as this NaOUGD, That Altar ena dabie w# the fam: Ti ing under Toro Noti- 


ons ; and that both the Jews and Gentiles eat at thew Altars aud facvifie a 
on their Tables. And he concludes his Vretace with fome Obdfervations 
on the Antiquity of the Doctor’s Chriitian Sacrifice of Bread and Wine, 
and on its Agreeablenefs to the Senfeof the Primitive Fathers. | have 
not Room to tranfcribe theie, or his Anfwersto Bellaymins Three Ar- 
= . . a _¢ f 
guments, &c. into this Place, but mult refer the Reader to my Au 
thor’s Preface for afull View of thefe Matters. 


In the beginning of the Book cur Author obferves, that rhe Que- 
ftion ‘twixt the Doétor and us (the { hurch of Exgland) is net, Whether 
the Sacrament of the Evcharift may be ina cereral, les Uri ard pre: 
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per, or metaphorical Senfe call’d a Sacrafice; but whether it be truly 
and properly a Material Sacrifice as thofe of the Law were? Infticuted 
by Chrift as the great Chriftian Sacrifice, and fucceeding as fuch under 
the Gofpel Difpenfation inftead of the Legal Sacrifices. ‘The Do¢tor 
(continues our Author) chiefly infifts on fome places of Scripture for 
the proof of this Do@trine, that the Sacrament is a true and proper 
Sacrifice, and only occafionally cites feveral places out of the Fathers 
for the Confirmation of it: As to the Places he cites from the Fathers, 
they are Cour Author tells us) either fuch as (to any intelligent Reader) 
appear at firlt view not full to his purpofe, or fuch as the 
Romanifis infit on to prove their Sacrafice of the Mafs, and which, if 
they prov'd any thing, woud prove too much. Our Author under- 
takes, in this Book, to anfwer what the Dottor alledges in Defence of 
his Notions from Scripture, and from thofe Paflages of the Fatliers 
which may feem to have fomething in ’em to this purpofe. 


The Firft Text the Doétor alledges for himfelf is, Heb. 13 10. 
We have an Altar whereof they have no right to eat that ferve the Tabernacie : 
Which Altar the Dodtor wou’d have to refer to the Table on which 
the Eucharift is offer’d ; and by eating, he wou’d have meant, our 
partaking there of a ftri¢tand proper material Sacrifice. But our Author 
fhews, from comparing this Text with the antecedent and fabfequent 
Context, that thefe Words can’t (with any colour of Reafon)be wrefled 
to fupport the Doctrine of the Sacrament’s being a real Sacrifice: On 
the contrary, he makes it appear, that as this Epiftle was written to 
the ‘ews, fo thefe Words particularly feem to be levell’d againft fome 
Fudaizing Chriftians, who ftill had too great an Opinion ot the Fews/h 
Ceremonies, and of their Legal Obfervances, and particularly of Sa- 
critices: Yo thefe (fays our Author) the Apoftle fays there is no Pro- 
lit in thele Things, for we have an Altar, &c. which he interprets to 
this effect, for we have a Sacrifice, even that of Chrift himfelf, of 
which only we Chriftians have a right to eat; or from which we 
Chriftians alone are capable of receiving any Benefit, and confequent- 
ly which {uperfedes all Ufe of thofe Legal Sacrifices, whichthey with 
{9 much difhculty were brought to wean themfelves from. Our Author 
is large in Vindication of his Explication of this Text, confuting what 
Dr. Hicks deduces from it, and advances upon it. 


The Dodtor cites Mr. Mede, telling us, ‘* That the Fathers took 
“ the Lord’s ‘Table to be a proper Material Altar, from that place, 
‘© Mat 7.23. If thou bring thy Gift to the Altar, and there remembreft 
°* shat 
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that thy Brother hath ought againft thee, leave there thy Gift before the 
Altar, and go, firft be reconcil’d to thy Brother, and then come tind offe: 
“¢ shy Gift. This (fays the Doctor) Mr. Mede tells us, was an Evan- 
“* gelical Conftitution, whereby our Saviour imply’d that he wou’d 
“ leave a Sacrificeto his Church. 


“. 
nw 


7 


In anfwer to this our Author asks, Fi/?, Whether this Evangeli- 
cal Conftitution was to commence immediately upon our Saviours gi- 
ving it? And fays that if it were, then it cou’d not be by way of An- 
ticipation, and became as much a Duty while the Legal Sacrifice con- 
tinu’d as afterwards, and was not properly an Evangelical Conftituti- 
on; if not, then he thinks our Saviour fhou’d not have mention’d Sa- 
crifces. “He asks, Secondly, Whether there be never any Natural cr 
Moral Duty laid down withallufion to the Legal Inflitutions? And, 
Thirdly, Whether our Saviour may not rather be thought, by this 
Evangelical Conftitution to confirm the Legal Sacrifices , than by 
way of Anticipation, to imply any proper Chriftian Sacrifices. And 
he adds, That if we may {peak Truth, this that the Doétor (after 
Mr. Mede) calls an Evangelical Conftitution, is not truly and properly 
fo, but only a Declaration of what was their Duty before, under the 
Law ; when it was certainly a Sin to come and offer Sacrifice while 
they were at Enmity with their Brother, as it is to come.under fuch a 
Temper to the holy Sacrament. Our Author adds, that Dr. bighe- 
fre interprets this place of the Jewif/l> Sacrifices ; and tells us that the 
voluntary Oblations of the Fews us’d to be kept at the fo ee Time 
of Appearing before the Lord; ; when, if they oltended any'of their Bre- 
thren, they might eafily meet, in order to a Reconadliation, betore 
they made their Offerings. 


Our Author concludes what he faysupon this Head with obferving, 
that if the Fathers have no better Text than this, on Which to ground 
the Chriftian Sacritice, they may well (as Mr. Mede confetles they do) 
talk unintelligibly about it; whofe Words are, near the beginning oi 


‘his Difcourfe, *° Whar the "Fathers meun by this Chriitian Sacrifice is 


“* beyond Belief obfcure, intricate, and perplext” > And our Aurtho 
hence infers, that if it be fo hard to know what it is, it will be as hard 


‘ 


to know where to find it; and fays, that he is pretty fure it 1S Mot f 
be found in the Scriptures; particularly not in Heb, 13. where the 
Doctor pretends to find it: Nor in the Text laft coniderd, where 


Mr. Mede pretends the Fathers thought they found it, 
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Dr. Hieks’s next Scripture Proof of his Notion ts, 1 Cor. 10.20, 27% 
But I fay, that the things which the Gentiles Sacrifice, they Sacrifice to 
Devils, and not to God; and I would not that ye fhould have fellowfhip 
with Dewsls 5 ye cant drink the Cup of the Lord and the Cup of Devils 3 ye 
can't be Partakers of the Lord’s Table, and the Table of D:vils. And here 
our Author confiders, Fir#t, That the Doctor can’t fay that there is 
here any exprefs mention of his Chriltian Sacrifice of the Bread and 
Wine in the Sacrament ; and that the Dottor’s Argument depends on- 
ly on a remote, and uncertain, and dark Confequence, from the men- 
tion here of the Yewif> and Gentile Sacrifices. Secondly, ‘That the 
Doétor can’t deny but that there are many places in the New Tefta- 
ment that imply the Abolition of all the Legsl Sacrifices, Thirdly, 
Thar there is not one clear and exprefs place of this Chriltian Sacri- 
fice; the Doétor himfelf (as far as our Author remembers) not fo 
much as mentioning, at leaft not particularly infifting upon the Words 
of Inftitution. Fourthly, Qur Author thinks the Silence of the apo! le 
inthis place, where he had {0 tair an occafion of declaring what «as 
this Chriftian Sacrifice, is a better Argument that there is no fuch 
thing, than all the Dociors remote Confequences and dark Inferences 
are that the Bread and Wine in the Sacrament are a true and proper 
Sacrifice. Fifthly, Our Author thinks ir is as clear as the Sun at Noone 
day what the Chriftian Sacritie is which the Apoftle means in this 
place, viz. the Sacrihce of the Body and Blood of Chriit, not as offer’d 


z 
in the Sacrament, but at his Death upon the Crofs for us. 


Our Author proceeds, after having finifh’d what he offers upon 
this Text, andconfider’d a Citation of the Doctors out of Macrebius, to 
an{wer fome of his Citations out of st. Clemens’s Epiftle to the Corine 
thians, which I have not room to give any account of in this place ; 
and whereas, after this, the Doctor refers us to Mr, Mede ; our Aue 
thor fays that he gives fo many and various, and (he thinks he may 
fay) contradictory Accounts of the Matter, that for any thing he can 
fee, any of cm may be Falfe; and he is fure sl! of "em can’t be True, 


&e. As tothe Doctor's referring us to Dr. Grabe upon Irenes, our 


Author fays that he has read that Piace of /reneus, and Dr. Grabe up- 
on him; and he can’t think but that Dr. Grabe mifunderftood [reneus. 
He fhews his Reafons for thefe Thoughts; and afterwards proceeds to 
examine Bifhep Bud's Notions of thefe Matters, which he fhews to be 
inconfiftent with the Profeflions of our Church, which utterly (onies 
that the Sacramerg of the Eucharift is a true and proper Sacrifice; -.nd 
whereas Dr. Hieks often talks of our Firft Reformation, as if }s Chri- 


{lian 














ftian Sacrifice were to be found there, our Author clears the contrary 
to this Pretence ; and makes it farther appear again Bifhop Bu//, that 
as in the Eucharift Chrift is not offer’d Hypottatically (as the Trene 
Fathers have determined) fo neither is he offer’d commemoratively, 
any way at all. I can’t tranfcribe hither what our Author advances 
at large upon any of thefe Particulars, but muft refer my Reader tu 
the Book I am endeavouring to give him fome Notion of. 


Dr. Hicks’s next place of Scripture in Proof of his Chriltian Sacri- 
fice is, Rom. 1§.15,16. which our Author fhews at large to be no 
thing to the Doctor’s main Purpofe: And whereas our Author obferves 
that (pag. 56.) the Doetor leaves arguing, and falls to fuppoling, 
“© That no Man that was of a Religion where Sacrifice was us’d, 
*° cou’d fee the Sacrament Adminiltred according to the Ufage of the 
¢ Church of England, but woud take the Bread and Wine tor a Sae 
€* crifice, ce.” Our Author fhews his Miftake in this,and what fol- 
lows upon this Subject. The Doctor retreats (proceeds our Author, 
after feveral intervening Particulars) to his old Strong Hold, * That 
** the Minifters of the Gofpel might be call’d Priefts, tho’ they had 
“¢ no true and proper Material Sacrifice to offer ;” Which our Author 
grants in a general and lefs {trict Senfé,and in a full Signification of the 
Word, it can’t be apply’d to the Chriftian Miniflry by our Reforma- 
tion. Our Author goes on to tollow the Doctor in all his Wandrings, 
and to fet the Reform’d Notions of the Eucharift and the Chriftian 
Priefthood in a true Light, in oppofition to thofe who carry ’em to 
Popifh Heights, far beyond what bas the lealt fhaddow of Support 
either in the Holy Scriptures, or in the earlieft and pureft Antiquity. 


I have not room here to give any Account of our Author’s Remarks 
on Doctor Cudworths True Notion of the Sacrament; nor of his An- 
{wer to what Dr. Hicks has faid again{ft it. Dr. Cudworth’s Notion, 
Dr. Hicks tells us, is, “* That the Sacrament is not a Sacrifice, but 
** Epulum ex oblaté, a Fealt upon a Sacrifice ; not the offering up of 
“ fomething uponan Altar, but the eating of fomething which comes 
** from God's Altar, &c.? What our Author fays of this, the Rea- 
der muft take from the Book it felf 
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4 Commentary on the Prophet Ufaiah, therein the Literal Senfe of brs Pro- 
phecies ss braefly explain'd. By Samuel White, M 4. Fellow of Trini- 
ty College in Cambridge, and Chaplain to the Right Honourable the 
Earl of Portland, London, Printed for Arthur Collins at the Black- 
Boy over againft St. Dunttan’s Church in Fleet-ftreet. 1709. 4to, 


pag. 463. 


N a Preface to this Commentary, which is very large, our Author 

tells us that he has taken the Method of the learned Grossus, whom 
he looks upon as the moft Rational of allthe Commentaries he has met 
with; as he Keeps to the genuin and proper Signification of the 
Words, and carefully obferves their Connection ; which the reft not 
regarding, have {well’d up their Notes to large Volumes, and given 
us their own private Fancies in{tead of the Senfe of the Prophet. In 
Juftification of this Cenfure, Mr. Write produces feveral Inftances 
whereby he makes it appear, how little the generality of Commenta- 
ries mind the Signification of the Words ; and then proceeds to fhew, 
that ghey altogether neglect the Connection ; making the Prophet frisk 
up and down, and skip from Subject to Subject, as if his Difcourfes 
were like the wild incoherent Raptures of Lacy, without either head 
of tail; or, as if (becaufe he was infpir’d) he cou’d not write Senfe. 


Mr. W%ite produces feveral In{tances in which the Commentators 
neglect the Signification of the Words; as, Chap. 30. 0. 31. For thro 
the vowe of the Lord fhall the Aflytian be beaten d wn; By which, fays 
our Author, any unprejudic’d Reader would think the Prophet meant 
Sennacherib, or fome other Monarch of that Firft Empire of the World, 
becaufe that is the Genuin Signification of the Word; and yet, cone 
tinues he, the very belt of the Ancient Commentators will tellus, that 
the Prophet by Afi, means no lefs than the Devil; and he adds, that 
one of our Modern Writers (viz. Mr. Woifton, in his Collection of 
Scripture Prophecies, Divi? 5. c. 31.1.) makes the Prophet in. 
rend the Great Tur, or <ntichrift. Our Author inftances in feveral 
other Extravagaacies of thefe kinds, which | can’t tran{cribe hither, but 
muft refer my Reader to him for particular Satisfaction, 


And 
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And as to theirdifregarding the Connediion, ne fays, that it ts fre- 


quent with them not only to take fittle notice of it, but intirely ¢ 
lay it afide,fo as to interpret one Verfe of the Fws, and the next of the 
Chrifiians, making, the Prophet to fpeak here of his owa Times, and 
there of an imaginary Period at the end of the World ; leaping from 
Subject to Subject, a Typo ad Antitypum, as if the Verfes were indepen-~ 
dant one of another, like the Fablis of £4; and the ProplRet only 
glane’d in a few Words at fome future Event; and then was by the 
Spirit (as it were) hurried away to another Subject: Whereas, indeed 
he tells us, that he never yet met with any Author more carefu! in con- 
necting the feveral Parts of his Difcourfes together; his Tran(itiong 
from ofte Subject to another being fo very obvious, that a Man mutt 
wink very hard to overlook em. Our Author produces an Inftance 
of this Neglect of Connection, in the Ninth Chapter, beginning at the 
Firlt Verfe; viz. Neverthelefs the Dimnefs fhal not be fiuch as was in hei 
Vexation, &c. Upon which, what our Author offers, the Reader muft 
take from the Book it felf. 


The Great Principle Mr. (bite goes upon in the Explicarien of this 
Prophetical Book is this, That in-all the Quotations out of I/aiah which 
occur in the New Teftament a double Senfe muft be allow’d, except 
in that Famous Prophecy of our Saviour's Sufferings in the 5 3d Chap- 
ter, which, tho’ referr'd by Growus to the Prophet ‘feremiah in the Li- 
teral Senfe of the Words, our Author thinks applicable neither to 
him nor any other except Chrift alone. He produces feveral In{tances 
of the Neceflity of admitting thefe double Confiructions ; [ fhall take 
One or Twe of ’em in hereto give the Reader fomething of a Notion 
of his Meaning, and of the Grounds he builds it upon. 


In Vaiah, Chap. 4.0. V.3 are thefe Words ; The Voice of bim teat 
crieth in the Wildernef, prepare ye the Way of the Lord, make firaight in 
the Defart a High-way for our Ged. Which Paflage, as ix ltands in the 
Book of Ifaizh, our Author obferves is without doubt to be under. 
fiood of the Babylonian Captives, for whom the Prophet there foreteis, 
that God wou'd make their Return to their own Country as plain and 
eafy as if the Mountains and Hills-were reduc’d toa Level, and they 
were totravel on a fmooth Carpet-2round : And yet, continues he, 
the Evangeli't politively affirms of St. John Bapnfi, the Forerunner of 
our Lord, Ths us he that was{poken of by Matas, faying, the Voice of ome 
crying in the Wildernefi, prepare ye the Way of the Lord, make bis Parks 
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Praight. Now, that the Words of Iaiah, refert’d to by St. Matthew , 
mult be taken differently in the Prophet from their Acceptation in the 
Hiftorian, Mr. White proves from the Incoberence which will other- 
wife be found in the Words of the Prophet ; and to make this ap- 
pear more clearly, he gives us the Senfe of the Five frit Verfes of the 
goth Chapter of this Prophet, according to thofe who under(tand him 
as {peaking of Fobn the Baptift, and meaning nothing elf in thefe 
Words; which he delires us to compare with the Senfe he has given 
"em in his Commentary, not doubting but thence we fhall be forc’d to 
infer the Neceflity of a double Senfe of this Prophecy. I can't brig 
this Comparifon in here, but mut leave my Reader to fatisly his Cu- 
riolity in the Book, the Defiga of which I am endeavouring to give 
him an Idea of. 


Another Place Mr. White inftances in, in order to putit out of Di- 
fpute that thofe Prophecies of J/aia> which are produc’d by the Wri- 
rers of the New Teftament, are to be underftood ina different Senfe 
in the New than in the Old, is Chap. 61.4% 1, 2. which our Saviour 
read in the Synagogue on the Sabbath Day, and faid was fulfil’d in the 
Ears of the Femsat that Time: Whereas Mr. White fhews, That, 
as thefe Words are read in [fiiah, they mult be underftood of the Pro- 
phet himfelf. who was fent to bind up the broken hearted, in comfor- 
ting the Fews in the midit of their ( alamities, and proclaiming Liber- 
ty to the Babylonian Captives, in telling them that Cyrus fhould come 
and fet open their Prifon Doors for ’em, in proclaiming the acceptable 
Year of the Lord, in which he would be reconciled to his People, 
and reftore them again to his Favour, &c. Whence he infers, That 
there muft of Neceffity be allow’d Two different Senfes in thofe Pla- 
ces of this Prophet referr’d to in the New Teftament; even there 
where the Evangelical Writers ufe this Expreffion, Ths or that was 
done that it mught be fulfil'd which was fpoken by she Prophet, &c. and par- 
ticularly in Chap.7. V. 14. as he fhews at large in this Preface, 
and expounds it accordingly in his Comment upon the Place: But i 
can't transfer what he offers upon this Famous Paflage hither, the 
Reader muft faristy his Curiolity in recurring to the Book it felf. 


And whereas Mr. Whifton (in his Accomplifhment of Scripture 
Prophecies) advances Two Propofitions which entirely explode Mr. 
Wiite's Method of interpreting Scripture ; viz. Fit, “ THe the Style 
** of the Prophet is always fingle and determinate, and not capable of 
“ thefe double Intentions and typical Interpretations which moft o; 
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our late Chriftian Exoof itors are fo full of upon all Oceafions: A 

** Secondly, That the Prophetick Style is.nor always entire, continu’ 
* and coherent throug rh one 3 ries of Reafoni: 12 or Succeflion 7 

a Vents bur is fometimes,at leait, in the pret fent tO: ‘der of the Propl 
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“* cies, fnort, abrupt, and d: Aub | by the c ming on of « ther Mat 
* ter of avery different Nature: Mr. Wisee thews the Falfity és 


thefe Pofitions from the Extravagancy of Mr. W7uflon s Condu®, wh: 
proceeds upon them in the Explication of this Prophet ; and demon. 
trates the Unreafonablenefs of taking fome of the Words of a: 
Writer, and applying them to a Perfon or Action, without contides 
ing the Series of the Writer’s Reafoning, whether they belong to fut. 
a Perton , or Thing, or not: And atter this he preceeds to prove more 
direct ly again Mr. Wh fion, that the Prophetick style (ot 2 Vaiab in 
particular) is always intire, continu’d and coherent, thro’ one Series 
of Reafoning or Succeffion of Events ; and that whatever Subject he 

difcourfes of he goes through wit h ir, and never fuffers any new 
Matter to interrupt him "till he has quite done with it; and that 
when he pafles to anoth , eka he gives plain Netice - it, and 
keeps to it. The Proof of this obliges our Author to give a ‘ ompen- 
dium, or fhort Summary, ot we Predictions of I/4iab, whitch accor- 
ding he foends Seven or Eight Pages upon. 


And whereas Mr Whiflon a i feveral Arguments for the Truth 
of his Hypothelis ; viz. Foft, i hat ‘* a tingle and determinate Senfe 
‘ of every Prop vhecy is the only natural and obvious One ; and no 
more can be admitted without putting a Force upon plain Words, 


and no more affented to by the Minds of ing iifitive Men. Se- 


ra ¢ 
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* condly, Vhat if Prophecies are allowed to have morc than one Event 
© in view at the fame Ti m5 we can never be fatished but that they 
“have as many as any Vifionary pleafes; and fo inftead of being ca- 
3 


pable of a direét and plain Eixpof ition, to the Satistaction ot "che 
© Judi ious, they will be liable vo the foolith Applications of fanciful 
and ©: That aftick Men. Thirdly.’ That if a double Irtention in 
* Proprecies be allowed b by usChrifiians, we lofe all the reai Advan- 


* tages asato the Proof of our common Chrillianity ; and betides, 
“* expofe our felves to the Infults of Fews and Infidels in our Difcourfes 
with them. Fourthly, That whenever our Saviour or his. poltles 
“ quote the Ancient Prophecies as fulfilled in the Times of the New 
z Teltament, ef always quote > the Mm as the real and only Meaning 
, ' 


of the Holy S Spirit ; or in other \. ords, that adouble Senfe of 


€, 


the Ancient Prophecies, has not the leaft Foorfteps in the Writings 
Wraiftor 
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ip of the Apofles and Evangelifts. And, Lay, That a double 
*" Senfe of the Old Teftament Prophecies is a Stranger alfo to the 
“ molt Ancient Fathers of the Church, and camein to falve the Pre- 


a> 


** Judices or Miltakes of Ancient Times. I fay, whereas Mr. 
WViijion alledges thefe Arguments in Defence of his own, and in Op- 
polition to Mr. White’s Hypothefis; Mr. White gives themall feveral- 
'y a particular Confideration, and feemingly very full and fatisfactory 
Antwers. 1 fhall transfer hither the Subftance of what he fays to One 
or Two of them, and leave the Reader to conclude of his Anfwers to 
the reft from what he finds in them. 


To Mr. 4%ufto’s Tiaird Argument Mr. Mite anfwers, Firft, with 
Reverence to the Frws, That he can make ufe of the fame Prophecies 
quoted out of the Old in the New Teftament, upon his Principle of 
a double Senfe, with greater Advantage and more Probability of con- 
vincing them, than canbe done upon the Principle of one only deter- 
minate Senfe. For, fays he, fuppofe I hid a mind to convince a 
Few, that it was foretold by one of their Ancient Prophets that the 
Meffiah Thould be born of a Virgin, and fhould be both God and 
Man; I think 1 could produce the Teflimony of I/aiab with greater 
Affurance of Succefs my Way than Mr. Whifton’s: And for this he 
gives this Reafon, Thatif he fhould inGit upon it that I/aiah there 
prophecied of our Saviour only, ke might juftly expect to be inter- 
rupted with thefe puzling Demands , How do you prove that the 
Prophet {peaks of ‘wo different Children 2? How could the Birth of 
a Child to be born 800.Years after, be a Sign to 4haz that he fhou’d 


be delivered from the Affrians and Jfraelites? How do you prove that 


Sea*jafub had not exceeded the Number of Years fignitied by the Pe» 
ripbrafis of knowing to choofe the Good and refnfe the Evil > And thefe 
Queitions, our Author owns, would gravel him; and he fhould be 
glad tobe put in a Way to anfwer them upon the Hypothefis of one 
determinate Senfé. Whereas, if we allow that the \Words, Behold a 
Virgin firall concerve, are to be underftood of one Child in Iaiah and a- 
nother in st Mattbew, thefe {tumbling Blocks are removed out of the 
Way, and our Author maintains that the Words quoted by St. Mzr- 
chew were fulfilled in our Savtour only. ‘For they are true of I/aiah’s 
Son in one Senfe of the Word only 3 but the fame Words confidered 
aitractedly from the firft Occafion of them, in their Genuin and 
jiteral Signihcation, are capable of a quite different Senfe; Behold a 
Virgin flail concesve, and bear a Son, and he fieall be |mmanuel, God aéiu- 
aly ting among; Mens This Senfa, continues our Author, the Words 
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will bear, and this Senfe, an Evangelift tells us, was defign’d by the 
Holy Spirit ; fo thar the full Intent and Delign of the Holy Spirit ex: 
prefs'd by thefe Words was never exhaulted by any other Perfon than 
our Saviour. 


te Vindication of this Expofition Mr Whive _ That th 
hardiefht Few can’t deny bur that Naina may fignify a V a ang the 


beft Critick of the Circumcifion muft be — d to contefs, that to be 
calldis the fame, in their Language, a tobe: Whence a deduces a 
Senfe very different from that in which the Words are true of arab’ 


Son: Behold al irgin fh all conceive, and bear a Son, and bs Na me fi ll ve 
call’d, that is, he fhall be Lamanuel, God among Men, or united te 
Man. 
i 

Mr. White proceeds to ask, What Exceptions s Jew can juitly taice 
at this, it be tells him that the Words were fulfill d in I/aiah's or Heze- 
kiah’s s Son, or any other Perfon born in thofe Days 2 Mr. Wbite dent. 
it, and fhe s him that they are capable of a Girellus Meaning; and 
delires the Jew to fhew him any other Perfon, to whom, in that 
Senfe, he can apply them. If he tells him that the only Way to un 
derftand an Author is by y conlidering his Words as they ftand i 
Context, with refpect ro what goes before and what follows after ; 
Mr. Write anfwers rhe this isthe only Way we have to underftand 
the Roman and Greek Authors 5. but m it it was the Cwflom among the 
Ancient Fewiji \' Writers to intet id fomething farther than their Words 
at writ View feemd to fignily which Meaning they made ic thei 
Buiinefs to feek out with the greateft Diligence ; which their Learn 
od Ruiceines cold 3 Vidrafh, ail Philo twbvere ; avd thatthey we 
us'd to diftinguifh between the Literal and Miyilical Serie, calling 
the hirft Dabor Katen, the other Dabar Gad: I Se. ‘ his Mr, Wisse 


lacks upon as futicient to fatisty any ‘few who hasareal Defreto | 
Laisliod and he thinks he proceeds in this C afe upotl a very rationat 
Principle, viz. He who infpird the Writers of the Old Teliamenr, 


well as thofe of the New, aflures us, thar when he put fuch Words 

thefe in the Mouth of Vfasab, Behold a V;i rein (i pall concerve, &c. he 
meant fomething farther by ‘em th an lies 1 id erMo't 19 shoes wee 
themfelves ; and that they were fulhll'd in the utmott La tude of his 
Intention by the miraculous Birth of cur < avionr, born of “the Virgin 
Mary: And againft this Principle Mr. White thinks (and I believe 
very rightly) that there lies no folid Objeion. He proceeds farther, 
in anfwer to this "Third Argument of Mr, Wh'fon, to fhew how he 
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Wou'd argue with an Indian, or any other Infidel, in order to convince 


him of this Truth; for which I mutt beg Leave to refer my Reader 
to the Book it felf. 


In aniwerto Mr. Whifton’s Fourth Argument, Mr. Wite fhews the 
direét contrary to what Mr. Whyfonafletts 5 and that he takes to be 
imply’d in this Expreffion of the Evangelifts fo frequently occurring in 
their Writings, That it might be fulfill'd, which he thus explains; That 
the \Words usd by the Prophets on fuch and fuch an Occafion, and 
partially verify’d in thofe Perfons of whom they fpeak in thofe Pla- 
ces, were accomplifh’d in the more comprehenfive Senfe of which 
they are fairly capable, and which was intended by the Holy Spirit 
who directed the Pens of the Prophets. He fhews alfo a full An- 
fwer to this Argument in feveral Paflages in the Holy Scriptures: For 
inftance, In the Words quoted by our Saviour from Iaiah, The Spsrie 
of the Lord & upon me, &c. which, if They will admit of but one Senfe, 
cannot be under{tood of our Saviour at all, becaufe, as they ftand in 
the Book of Iaiah, they muit of neceflity be underftood of the Pro- 
ohet himfelf, who was appointed by God to preach Good Tidingsto 
the opprefs°d Captives, tobind up the broken hearted, to.proclaim Li- 
berty to the Captives, to proclaim the acceptable Year of the Lord, 
and the Day of Vengeance which God wou’d pour our on the Babye 
fonsans their Oppreflors: But, continues our Author, the Word which 
we render meek in the New Teftament really fignities affied in gene- 
ral , that which we render Captives lignihes Captives in general, and 
may be referrd to thofe who are Captives to Sin as well as the Babylonj- 
an Captives. Hence it is that our Saviour fays that thefe Words have 
their full Accomplifhment inhim; and that the full Defign and Pur- 
port of ‘em intended by the Holy Spirit is verified in him, he being 
the Perfon who was to do every thing which the Holy Spirit meant in 
the large{t and moft comprehen‘ive Senfe of chefe Words. 


But Mr. Wite obferves farther, That this double Senfe of the Wri« 
tings of the Old Teltament is fo far from being a Stranger to the 
Writings of the Apoftles, that St. Pew in feveral Places plainly inti- 
mates it, and in T'wo politively aflerts it: Thus, 2 Cor. 3. 6. Wo 
alfo hath made us able Minifters of the New Taftament ; nor of. the Letter, 
out of the Spirit, which Words (fays the Excellent Mr. Locke upon 
the Place) may be underftood to intimate, that the New Teftament or 
Covenant was held forth, tho’ obfcurely, in the Law ; for St. Paud 
fays he was conftituted a Minifter #vevualos, of she Spirit, or Spiritual, 
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meaning of the Law, which was Chrift: But, fays our Author, 
both Lester and Spiri¢ mutt be underftood of the fame thing, the Lee- 
ter of the Law, and the Spirit of the Law: And in Fact we &nd 
St. Paul truly a Minifter of the Spirit of the Law, efpecially in the 
Epiftle to the Hebrews, where he fhews what a Spiritual Senfe ran 
thro’ the Mofaical Inititution and Writings. And upon Rom. 6. 7 

But now we are deliver’d from the Law, that being dead wherein we were 
held, ehat we fhow dferve in Newne? of Spirit, and not in the OldneP of the 
Letter. Mr. Locke (fays our Author) obferves, that the Jews were 
held before Chrift in obedience to the whole Letter of the Law, with 

out minding the Spiritual Meaning which pointed at Chrift. 


Hence Mr. Wiute concludes that St. Pau! was no Stranger to the 
Diftinétion of Literal and Spiritual Senfe ; and he proceeds to add Two 
Paflages out of his Epiftles which put it beyond all duube, that be 
fides the Literal Meaning of the Words, as they ftand in the Old 
Teftament, in fome Places there was fomething farther deliyn’d by 
the Holy Spirit ; viz. Gal 4.24. and 1 Cor. 3.9, to omit the Fornve: 
here, the Latter of thefe Paflages runs thus, It # written in the Law of 
Moles, thou fhale not muzzle the Mouth of the Ox that treadeth out the 
Corn» Doth God take Care for Oxen? Or Jaith be tt altogether for our fakes ? 
For our fakes no doubt thi % written. Upon which Mr. Waite ob/erves, 
that the Words, as they ftand in the Law of Mofes, certainly belong 
to the Care they were to take of the Animals they made uf of in 
their Drudgery of thrafhing the Corn, which is done by Man’s La- 
bour now, but in thofe early Times was perfurm’d by Oxen ; and 
Mofes commands that the Oxen that were fo fetviceab’e to them fhou'd 
be at Liberty to eat of that Corn which they trod out without ttin- 
ting: But St. Paw politively athrms that the Holy Gholt had another , 
Meaning in thefe Words, and defign’d to fet forth thereby the Reaf- 
nablenels of providing for their Spiritual Paftors. This feems to mak. 
flrongly, at frit fight, in Defence of the Principle for which Nir 
White contends and perhaps if it 1s never fo accurately examin’d wii 
ftand the Tei}, 


To Mr. Wston’s lat Argument, that “ This double Sen‘e of the 
** Old [eftament Prophecies ts a Stranger aifo to the mo't Ancient 
“© Fathers of the Church, and came into falve the Prejudices or Mi 


© flakes of Ancient Times”; Mr. Wiute anfwers, That he does nc 

pretend as yet to be converfant withthe Fathers, becaufe he thinks the 

Writings of the Prophets, Evangelitts and Apoftles, deferve the frit P 
2 Pls 
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Place in our Studies ; and that he who reads them carefully in their O- 
riginal Languages, as he will have little Need, fo he will have lefs 
Time to converfe with the Fathers 5 for this Reafon it is that our Au- 
thor tells us hecan fay little as to the Judgment of the Fathers in this 
Cafe: But he proceeds to obferve that Origen and ‘Ferom, if they may 
not be reckon‘d among the moft Ancient Fathers, may juftly be e- 
fteem'd the firft and beft Interpreters of Scripture ; and thefe he is 
{ure will juftify him in this double Senfe that he contends for. I can’t 
tran{cribe hither what he cites from the Fathers upon this Subject a- 
gaint Mr. Wiftow’s lat Argument, nor any of the many Paflages in 
which he confuteshim in his Explication of this Prophet; the Reader 
mutt have Recourfe for ’em to the Book it felf. 
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The State of Learning. 


From amburg. 


Morgenwch, Paftor of the Hofpital of this City, has Printed 
+ a New Edition of the German Verfion of the Bible, by Luther, 
the molt exact that has yet been publifh’d: There’s nothing omitted 
that is in others; the Prefaces; \!arginal Notes ; the Contents of the 
Chapters; and | he. Various Readings, are all placed according to Art. 
The Additions made to this Editiun are, 41. A Concordance of the 
Four Evangelitte 5 placed at the beginning of St. Luke. 2. The Life of 
Jefus C brit. 3. Chr nological Tables ; “drawn up according to the 
Syftems of M SS Spanheim and Bajnage: Vhe Work is alfo adorned 
with feveral Cuts, fome of which reprefent the Prophets and Apoftles, 
with an Extract of their Lives: In others there's the Plan of Feru/a- 
lem ; the Figure of the Temple, with its Utentils, and the Ornaments 
of the Priefts, &c. This Work is in Folio. 


From the Ha gue, 


T. Jonfon, Bookfeller here, is printing a Latin Differtation, Entitu- 
led, Titus ue Supcrfittione vindicatus: Uhe Author 4s an Engisfiman, 
who does net teil his Name. The fame Bookfeller is alfo to print fe- 
veral other Pieces, whofe Titles are as follow: 

A fmall Piece of Puffexdorf’s, on the Treaties made between France 
and Sweden ; {de Caufis federum inter Sueciam €5 Gullam, Ge. with a 
French Tranflation. 

Father Huffon is about a New Edition of Ciceros Letters to his 
Friends, and of thoie to Articuws. He follows in every thing the Pars 
Copy, for the French and the Notes, but he cuts off the Latin of thas 
Edition, 
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BOOKS publife'd this Month, and not abridg’d. 


Sermon preach'd at the 
A *Parith Church of Saint 
Famess Weftminfter, on § unday 
Fan. 30. 1708, by the Right Re- 
verned Charles Lord Bilhop of 
Norwich, at thé taking leave of the 
faid Parith. Printed tor T. Chap- 
1A?, 

Extract of the Procefs of Trea- 
fon, at the Inftance of Sir Fames 
Stuart Her Majelties Advocate, a- 
gainit Fames Stirling of Keir, and 
others. 420. 

ReHleétions upon the Conftitu- 
tion and Management of the 
Trade to Africa, through the 
whole Courfe and Progrefs there- 
of, froin the beginning of the laft 
Century to this Time, Ge. In 
Two Parts Folio. 

Expeditio Miltary Addsfomana 
Poema Duei de Mariborough, In- 
foriptum Latshe reddid t 5 TG. 8vo. 

The Chrilitans Gazette: Or 
News chiefly refpecting the Invi- 
fible World; being a Pacquet for 
the Pious Vertuoti, on Subjects 
never fiarted before 8vo. 

The Moule-Trap: A Pcem, 
Latin and Englith. 8vo. 

Taffy’s Triumph: Or, a New 
Tranflation of the Cambro mue- 
maxia; in Imitation of Milton. 


By a Gentleman of Oxford. Filic. 
Thefe Six Sold by ¥ Morphew. 

Aldenardum Carmen- Dict Mal- 
bursenfi ; Datum Donatum Dedica 
tumq, Anno Saluts Humane, 1708. 
Imp. H. Clements. 

A Seafonable V indication of the 
Clergy ; being an Anfwer to fome 
Reflections in a late Book, Enti- 
tuled, The Rights of the Chri- 
(tian Church. By a Divine of 
the Church of England. 8v0. Sold 
by H. Clements. 

The True Church- man fet in 
a clear Light; Or, an Effay to- 
wards the Right Charaéter of a 
Faithful Son of the Eftablifh’d 
Church. Printed for R, Sare. 

Alphonfi Turrentine Paftors , S, 
Theol. €5 Eft Ecclefiaft. Profef}or asy 
Academie p. t. Rector de Variss 
Chriftiane Dotirime, fats Oratia, 
Academia Dikta Stats Academe Ge- 
nevenjis Solennebus X1. Mac. Anno 

1705. Latine © Anglice ; Imp. 
W. Taylor. 4to. 

A Brief Vindication of the An. 
cient | rophets, from the Impura- 
tions and Mifteprefentations of 
fuch as adhere to our prefent Pre- 
tenders to Infpiration ; ina Letter 


to Sir R. Buokley, 12v0. Printed 
for C, Smith. 
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A Sermon preach’d before the 
Queen on ‘Fanuary 30 1708. be- 
ing the Day of Humiliation for 
the Martyrdom of King Charles I. 


By the Hongfable Henry Bridges. 

A Sermon preach’d on the fame 
Day before the Houle of Peers. 
By the Right Reverend Offspring 
Lord Bifhop of Exon 

A Sermon preach’d on the fame 
Day before the Houfe of (om- 
mons. By Willsam Peling, D. D. 

A Sermon preach’d on the fame 
Day before the Lord Mayor and 
Court of Aldermen. By George 
Smabridge, D. D. 

The Hiftory of the Campaign 
it) Flanders, in the Year 1708’ 
Containing a faithful and exaé 
Account of all the moft Material 
Actions tranfated there. 4.0. 

Poems Mifcellaneous, moilly 
Divine. 4¢o. 

A Vindication of the Dottrine 
of Predeftination ; in a Letter to 
the Tranflator of a Latin Book, 
entituled, Tra&us adver{us Reproba- 
tions abjoluta Decré tum. Svo. 

A Sermon preacl.’d before the 
Queen on the Sixth of February ; 
being Her \iajeflies Birth-day. 
By R. Willa, DD, and Dean of 
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Lincoin. Thefe Four Sold by 
A. Baldwin. 

An Account of a Dream at 
Harwich ; ina Letter to a Meme 
ber of Parliament. 8vv. 

A Short Account of the Pro- 
ceedings in the Criminal Court at 
Edinburgh, at the Tryal of James 
Sesrling of Keir, &c. for the Crime 
of Treafon. Foto. 

New High Church tnrnd Old 
Presbyterian. S8vo. 

A Sermon preach’d at the Mer- 
chants Lecture in Salters-Hall, on 
December 7. 1708. upon Occa- 
fion of the late many Bankrupts 
By Edward Calamy. vo. 

Celadon ; or, the Bright Exam- 
ples: A Paftoral on the Death 
of his Royal Highnefs. Fel. Thefe 
Five Sold by B Bragge. 

A View of a Third Rate Man 
of War, with all her Rigging; 
and alfo the Section of a Firft 
Rate, &c, curioufly Engraven on 
a Copper Plate. Price 1s. Printed 
tor D. Midwinter. 

The Moralijts : A Philofophical 
Rhaptody ; being a Recital of 
certain Converfations upon Natu- 
ral and Moral Subjects. 
tor F. Wyas 


Printe | 


T ALE 








ae eR, Tae a re re 
“ = 















64 Whe Wiotkhs of the Learnen, 


H A 














| > 
THE 


CONTENTS. 


I, BD hy Philofophica NY ON rPAMMATEION 
fiftens, ce. i.e. A Philofiphical Differtation on the Effence of the 
Soul, &c. page 3. 
Ii. Chriftopheri Wolfilint SS. Theologiee Dod, Sereniff; Wurrtem- 
berece &c. i. ©. Cheice Theological Differtations, comprebended in feve- 
ral Treaties, &e. 
III, Tradition des Peres & des Auteurs Ecclefaftiques fur la Contem- 
plation, &ce. i.e. The Tradition of the Fathirs and Keclcfiaftical Authors 


on Contemplation, Kc. fo 
IV. G. Brandts Hiftorie van de Rechts pleging, &c. i.e. The Hiftory of 
the Proceedings in 1618. and 1619. againft Grotius, &c, 17 


V. Addree Ol. Rhyzelij Veftro-Gotht de Sepultura Veterum Sueo- 
Gothorum, Ge. 1. e+ A choice Treatife concernidg the way of Burying a- 


mong the Swedes, Kc. 20 
VI. Defenfio Auguitifimi Romanorum Imperatoris Jofephi, &c. i, e. 
The Defence of the Empeir Jofeph, Ce. be ae 


VII. Bibitocheca Sacra, feu Syllabus omnium ferme Sacre Scripture 
Editionem & Verfionum, &c. i.e. The Sacred Library, or a Catalogue 
aloof of all the Editions and Verfions of Holy Scripture, &c, 27 
V “9 Origines Ecclefiaftice: Or, The Antiquities of the Chriftian Church, 
y 6 ; > . 33 
IX. An Anfwer tofoine Things containd in Dr. Hicks’s Chriftian Prieft- 
hood afferted, &c. 
» «4 Conimentary on the Prophet Haiah 3 wherein the Literal Senfe of his 
Propkectes 6s briefly explain'd, v2 


x 


; F Pane h 38. 





